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PREFACE.

UNWILLING
to incur the difpleafure of every

friend to juftice, religion and humanity, I

haften to inform the Reader, who has caft an eye on
the Title-page, that, in attempting to eftablilh the

licitneis of the SLAVE-TRADE, npthing is farther

removed from my thoughts, than to fet up as an

advocate for injuftice and opprefllon : I am as much
at enmity with both, as the moft fanguine advocate

for African Liberty may be. I am well apprized,
that acts of violence and opprefllon, however au-

thorized by numbers, however firmly eftablifhed by
long ufe, and a kind of traditional inattention to the

fufferings of perfons in an abject condition of life,

can never change the criminality of their nature.

Whatever is eflentially incompatible with the facred

and inalienable rights of juftice and humanity, can

claim no place in the catalogue of virtues, even of
the loweft rank ; it muil be for ever branded with

every mark of infamy and guilt.

FAR then from attempting the leaft encroachment
on the rights of Virtue, my lole drift in the prefent
Tract is to examine with the utmoft impartiality, the

intrinfic nature of the SLAVE-TRADE : that is, whe-
ther the Trade itfelf, prefcinding from every other

incidental circumftance, which may have rendered

the practice of it hateful, or even criminal, be in its

wn nature licit or illicit*

Now



vi. PREFACE.
Now, it being evident in the firft place, that the

intfinfic morality or immorality, licitnefs or illicit*

nefs of all human purfuits is efTentially inherent to
the purfuits themfelves, and not at all depending
on our habits or ideas of Right and Wrong, which
are but too often influenced and darkened by preju-
dice, intereft, and other pafTions -, and, it being
equally evident on the other hand, that the declara-

tions of the Written Word of God are fo many in-

controvertible decifions, by which we are to judge
of the intrinftc licitnefs or illicitnefs of fuch facts as

are regillered in the Sacred Volumes ; it follows ne-

cefTarily, that, one of thofe facts being undoubt-

edly the SLAVE-TRADE, no arguments can be fo

forcible and conclufive, towards evincing the inhe-

rent lawfulnefs of it, as thofe Oracular decifions of
the Word of God, which give a pofitive fanction to

the Trade itfelf. It is then by enforcing thefe un-

erring decifions only, the fureft guide to direct our

judgements in forming a juft eftimate of the merits

of the prefcnt Controverfy, that I mean to vindi-

cate the licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADED not by
patronizing fuch crying enormities and abufes, as

are laid to- be perpetrated in this moft ancient com-
mercial

pu-rfuitv

SHOULD the fanction of divine authority appear
evident in favour of the SLAVE-TRADE, from the

teftimonies I fhall produce in the feries of my Re-

fearches, I fhall confider myfelf perfectly difingaged
from the moil diftant obligation of anfwering fuch

objections, as are not grounded on the fame divine

authority : an authority of that irrefrftible weight
of conviction, that every perfon, who has any pre-
cenfions to religion, mult immediately afTent to^

however
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however plaufible or ingenious the oppofite argu-
ments may appear, when viewed through the fcanty

light of mere human reafon and fenfe.

THE fcope of the following Refearches being evi-

dently to try the merits of the prefent Controverfy

by the Sacred Canons of the Written Word of God,
I can expect conviction only from fuch perfons as

are not fo far deftitute of every fentiment of reli-

gion and good fenfe, as to difbelieve the divine

authenticity of thofe Sacred Writings, in which the

Finger of God has left in indelible characters the vi-

fible impreflion of his Wifdom.

Now, as thefe Sacred Records contain tranfacti^

ons relative to the SLAVE-TRADE, as pra6tifed in all

the three religious Difpenfations that have appear-
ed in the World fmce the formation of the firft of
men to the prefent time, I fhall, accordingly, di-

vide my Scriptural Refearches on that Trade, into

three feparate Parts : in which I fhall fuccefiively

prove, that the SLAVE-TRADE is perfectly confo-

nant to the principles of the Law of Nature, the

Mofaic Difpenfation, and the Chriftian Law, as de-

lineated to us in the Sacred Writings of the Word
of God.

I HAVE prefixed to the whole a few pofitions
or Datay which, I truft, will be found unqueftion-

ably true, and exactly conformable to found re-

fon ; in arder, that I may not be interrupted in the

fequel with unnecefTary repetitions of general

principles, nor be in the leaft conftrained to

enter into a formal confutation of arguments,
which do not immediately affect my fubjedt,
and that the Reader may fee at one view the very
fundamental principles of thofe inferences, which

I draw
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I draw in vindication of the SLAVE-TRADE from
the Scriptural PafTages I have feledbed in the courfe

of my Refearches, out of a greater number of the

fame import I could eafily produce.

THE Scriptural pafTages are literally tranfcribed

from the Proteftant Vulgar Tranflation of the Bible ;

which, being the molt generally received in thefe

Kingdoms, will, of courfe, have a greater weight
of authority than any other with the major part of

my Readers. The Edition I ufe is that which was

piiblifhed in London by John Bill and Chriftopher
Barker in the year 1669.

WITH refpefr. to compofltion, I can pretend to

neither elegance nor flyle : a Foreigner, unac-

quainted with the lead element of the Englifh lan-

guage till the twenty-feventh year of his age, can

have no claim to either : if he" can but arrange his

periods with a tolerable degree of grammatical ac-

curacy, and exprefs himfelf with fufficient clearnefs,

method, and perfpicuity^ he has reafon to expect

every indulgence from the native candour of an

Enghlh Critic.

IN the Advertifement annexed to the firft Edition

of thefe Refearches, to which I prefixed the fore-

going Preface, I declared myfelf unable, for want
of fufficient leifure, to complete the whole of my
Original Defign ; which was to clofe the Work with

fome SCRIPTURAL DIRECTIONS for the proper
treatment of Slaves. I have fince been informed*
that the execution of that defign would not be unac-

ceptable to feveral diftinguifhed Characters, who,

efpoufing with the greateft zeal the interefts of Hu-
manity, have exprefTed a defire of feeing them pro-
teded in the practice of Slavery by the fame Divine

Authority
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Authority, by which that practice is fo flrongly en^

forced and juftified. Unable, as well as unwilling,
to reiift the powerful influence of their generous
wifhes, I could not forbear confidering myfelf under
a tacit engagement to realize my firit Defign. It

would be a pleafing reflection to me, if I had the

leaft reafon to flatter myfelf, that the perufal of the

FOURTH SECTION, inflead of difappointing the ex-

pectations they may have conceived, may contribute

in fome degree to gratify their benevolent wiflies.

THE republication of the former PART, however

unnecefTary with refpect to this Addition, is yet
become of indifpenfable neceflity with refpect to the

Subject of the REVIEW that follows it. The Authors

of the feveral illiterate as well as illiberal Pamphlets
lately publifhed agairift that Tract, have fo dif-

figured it by deliberate mifreprefentations, mutila-

tions, and imputations of Tenets no where to be

met with in the Scriptural Refearches, that, who-
ever has not perufed the latter, and will truft to

their imperfect quotations, and artificial references,

will inevitably become a profelyte to error, and a

dupe to their defign. To convict my Antagonifts
of the infidioufnefs of fo mean an artifice, and to

afford every Reader, unacquainted with my former

Tract, a fair opportunity of confronting their ob-

jections, candidly ftated in the REVIEW, with the

feveral paflages to which they refer, I could not

think of publifhing the one without republifhing
the other along with it. Save the trifling errors of

the Preis, which crept into the firft Edition, and

are corrected in this, the two Editions are exactly

uniform to a tittle.

DATA*
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DATA.
I.

THAT the Volume of the Sacred Writings,

commonly called the HOLY BIBLE, comprehending
both the Old and the New Teftaments, contains

the unerring Decifions of the Word of God.

II.

THAT thefe Decifions are of equal authority in

both the Teftaments, and that that authority is the*

eflential veracity of God, who is TRUTH itfelf.

HI.

THAT, as there can be no prefcription againft the-

authority of God, whatever is declared in any part
of the Scriptural Records to be intrinfically good or

bad, licit or illicit, muft be eflentially fo in its own
nature, however contrary any fuch declaration may
be to the received opinions of men for any length
of time.

IV.

THAT, as the Supreme Legiflator of the World
is infinitely juft and wife in all his decifions refpect-

ing Right and Wrong> and is no ways accountable

to his creatures for the reafons of his conduct in the

government of the World ; fo it muft be a degree
of prefumption highly criminal in any creature to

refufe afient to thofe Decifions, only becaufe he can-

not comprehend the hidden principles of that im-

partial juftice, which characterizes every decifion of
God,

A , THAT



V.

THAT no perfon can be fuppofed to acknowledge
in fad, that the Holy Scriptures are the infallible

Word of God, unlefs he acquiefces without referve

in every Scriptural Decifion, however incompre-
henfible the reafons and motives of thofe Decifions

may be to him.

VL
THAT every perfon, who profefTes to acknow-

ledge the Holy Scriptures to be the unerring Word
of God, mufl confequently afient to every Scriptu-
ral Decifion without referve, only becaufe he be-

lieves them to be the declarations of God ; who,

being TRUTH itfelf, can neither err himfelf, nor
lead any one into error.

VII.

THAT, if one or more Deciflons of the Written
Word of God give a pofitive fanction to the intrinfic

licitnefs of any human purfuit (for inflance, the

SLAVE-TRADE), whoever profefTes to believe the

incontrovertible veracity of the Written Word of

God, e/Tentially incompatible with the lead degree
of injuftice, muft confequently believe the purfuic
itfelf to be intrinfically juft and lawful in the ftridteft

fenfe of the word.

VIII.

THAT no advantages whatever attending the pro-
fecution of an unlawful purfuit, nor any abufes

whatever committed in the profecution of a lawful

one, can fo far affect the purfuits themfelves, as to

reader the latter intrinfically criminal, or the former

efTentially juft.

IX.

THAT, a*, no private or national advantages
whatever can alter the inherent turpitude of a purfuit

eflentially



[ 3 ]

eflentially unlawful ; fo no arguments whatever,

built folely on the flrength of thofe advantages,
will ever juftify the SLAVE-TRADE, till the fame be

proved efientially juft and lawful in its nature.

X.

THAT, as no abufes or mal-practices whatever,
committed in the profecution of a lawful purfuit,
can ever alter the intrinfic licitnefs of it; fo no ar-

guments whatever, built folely on the flrength of

thofe abufes, will ever evince the intrinfic deformity
of the SLAVE-TRADE, any more than that of any
other lawful purfuit, where abufes are committed,
unlefs the fame be proved eflentially unjuft and

illicit.

XI.

THAT, if abufes and mal-pracYices, committed
in the profecution of a lawful purfuit, can be checked
and prevented by Legal Authority, the private and
national advantages arifing from that puriiiit, and
the inconveniencies attending the fgpprdBon of it,

joined to its intrinfic iicitnefs, ought to have a very

powerful influence towards not abolilhing the pro-
fecution of that purfuit.

XII.

THAT, if abufes and malpractices, though evi-

dently fubject to the control of the Legiflature,
are to be confidered as fufficient arguments to fup-

prefs the SLAVE-TRADE, without any regard to its

intrinfic licitnefs, every other branch of Trade, in

which abufes are committed, ought, on the fame

account, to lhare the fame fate,

A 2 SECTION.
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SECTION I.

Scriptural Rejearche? on the licitnejs of the Slave-

tfrade, jhewing its conformity with the principles of

theLaw ofNature delineated in the SacredWritings.

I.AHT^HAT period of years, which elapfed from the

day on which God created Man in his own

image (a)> to the day, on which He gave his Laws
to the Children of Ifrael on Mount Sinai (), is

generally called the period of the Law of Nature.

The exact duration of this period is a matter of

controverfy among the Learned. Archbifhop Ulher,
whofe chronological accuracy in the computation of

fcriptural years is much admired, reckons 2513
years between the Creation of the World and the

promulgation of the Mofaic Law. But be this as

it may (for no difference in computation can affect

the fubject of my prefent Refearches), it is evident

from the tenour of the Sacred Records, that, be-

tween the creation of Adam and the promulgation
of the Mofaic Law, the Difpenfation of the Law of

Nature, commonly called Natural Religion, or the

Religion of Nature, was the only true Religion in

the World.

II. SIMPLE as the principles of this Religion may
appear, directed chiefly to worfhip One, Supreme,
Eternal, Being, the Creator and Governor of all

things, and to chufe and act in exact conformity to

the inward dictates of found and unbiafled reafon in

every tranfaction of life, where Right and Wrong
were left to the choice of Man \ it would be ex-

ceedingly difficult, as well as perfectly extraneous

to

(a) Genefis, c. I, v. 27. () Exodus, c. 20, &c.
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to my prefent fubject, to diged thofe principles into

a regular Code of thofe particular laws and duties,

which condituted the whole fyftem of that Religion.
I have not engaged to difplay the v/hoie frame and

ftructure of Natural Religion : I am to (hew no

farther, than that the principles and laws of that

Religion, as far as we find them delineated in the

Sacred Writings, not only never forbade the SLAVE-

TRADE, or hinted the mod diflant oppofition to the

profecution of it ; but that, the fame being fre-

quently exemplified in the condant and uninter-

rupted practice of fome of the mod faithful obfer-

vers of the laws and principles of that Religion,
under the vifible protection of God, whofe fa-

vourites they were, the laws and principles them-
felves were in perfect harmony with the practice of
the SLAVE-TRADE. Two very fmgular inftances of
this kind, verified in the conduct of two of the

mod diftinguimed Characters within the above

period of the Law of Nature, ABRAHAM and JO-
SEPH, will, I flatter myfelf, be fufficient, without

mentioning others, to juftify my afierrion, and fet

the prefent Controverfy in trhe cleared light ofScrip-
tural conviction.

ABRAHAM.
III. IN every place of Scripture, where mention

is made of this Venerable Patriarch, he is uniformly

reprefented as a perfect pattern of every virtue.

The ftrongeft faith in God (Y), the firmed reliance

n his promifes (d) y and the readied and mod un-

referved

(c) Gen. 15. 6. Rom. 4. 3. Gal. 3. 6. James, 2.23. (d) Ibid.
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referved obedience to his commands
(<?); the moft

fympathizing humanity to every fellow-creature (/),
the ftricteft juftice and integrity in all his dealings
with men (g), and the utmoft difmtereftednefs of
heart (); infine, the greateil love of peace and

harmony (z), together with every other religious,

domeflic, and focial virtue (), are the diftin-

guiihing chara&eriftics of his perlbn.

IV. OWING, no doubt, to thefe exalted virtues,
he is frequently reprefented in Scripture in familiar

interconrfe with God (/)$ who, in innumerable

places of Holy Writ, ftyles himfelf emphatically
The God of Abraham, as the rnoft acceptable perfon
he had on earth ; he calls him His Friend (m\ and
makes the rnoft exalted panegyric of his virtues,

when, appearing to his fon Ifaac after the death of

his Father, he fpeaks to him in the following re-

markable and comprehenfive words : In thy feed

/hall all the nations of the earth be blejjed ; becaufc
thxt Abraham obeyed my voice, and kept my charge,

my commandments, myftatutes, and my laws (n}.

V. NOR is his unimpeachable character, as a

righteous man, lefs confpicuous in the writings of

the New Teftament; where, among many other

teftimonies of his irreproachable life, the Son of

God himfelf, who always fpeaks of him as one of

the mofl faithful fervants of his Eternal Father, re-

bukes the Jews for having fo far departed from the

re<5titude of Abraham's conduct, as not to be en-

titled to the appellation of his Children i for, If ye
were

(e} Gen. 24. v. 113. (/) Gen. iS. 23, &c.

(g) Gen/2i 3 22, &c. Gen. 23. 7, &c, () Gen. 14,22.23.

(i) Gsa. 2i. 22, &c. Gen. 13, 7, &c. (A) Gen, 18. 19.

(/) Gen, is. i^ &c. Gen. 15. j, &c Gen. 17. i 5 c, Gen. 18.

(:} IfairJi, 41. S. () Gen. 20. 4, 5.



[ 7 ]

were Abraham's children, fays he, ye would do the

works of Abraham (0),

VI. Now, it is -very remarkable, that, among
the works of Abraham, the very faithful, obedient,

humane, juft, difintererled, righteous, and virtuous

Abraham, who conftantly obeyed the voice of God,
kept his charge, his commandments his ilatutes,

and his laws, and found fuch acceptance with him,
as to be admitted to the familiarity of his friendly
intercourfe ; it is very remarkable, I fay, that

there fhould be found among his works the practice
of dealing in human flcfh, the practice of purcha-

fing with money thofe of his own fbecies, and mak-

ing them Bond-Slaves (/>), without the leaft intima-

tion being ever given by any of the infpired Wri-

ters, that his conduct in this particular, where the

natural rights of juftice and humanity are faid to be

fo efTentially interefted, was ever reproved, or even

difcountenanced in the moft diftant manner, by
any private or public intimation of God's dif-

pleafure.

VII. AND what can we reafonably conclude frofn

this uniform filence of the infpired Writers ? but

that the practice of purchafing Slaves was never

accounted in the fight of God a violation of any of

the laws of the Religion of Nature, For, is it

credible, or, rather, is it pofflble for any one to

believe, confidently with the ideas we ought to en-

tertain of the infinite holinefs of God, in whom
dwelleth eiTentially the fulnefs of juftice, that he

would ftyle himfelf The God of Abraham, in prefe-
rence to any other 5 that he would vouchfafe to

honour him with the appellation of His Friend
-, that

he would blefs in his feed all the nations of the,

earth

(o) John, S. y). (/>) Gen. 17. 23, 27.
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earth (?); that he would declare he had obeyed his

voice, kept his charge, his commandments, his

ftatutes, and his laws, without excepting any one;.
or that Jefus Chrift would have ever commended
his works without any reftriclrion whatever, if the

SLAVE-TRADE, fopublickly and fo constantly prac-
tifed by Abraham, had been an iniquitous, unnatu-

ral purfuit, effentially oppofite to the facred Laws
of Nature, to the natural rights of juftice and hu-

manity ?

VIII. THE force of this powerful inference, con-

(ictered even as a mere negative argument in favour

of the intrinfic licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE, car-

ries fuch an irrefiftible weight of conviction, that it

amounts, in my opinion, to a pofitive approbation
of it : it being otherwife impoflible to reconcile the

juftice of God with his own fcriptural decifions con-

cerning the eflential impartiality, and eternal un-

changeablenefs, of its nature.

IX. THAT this pofitive approbation, this fancti-

on of Divine Authority in favour of the SLAVE-

TRADE, fo vifible in the conduct of God, eye-wit-
nefs to every tranfaction of Abraham's life, is not

a bare conjecture, or a mere negative inference of

a pafTionate advocate for flavery, but the real intent

and meaning of the Written Word of God, will ap-

pear evident to the mod zealous advocate for Afri-

can Liberty, who, diverting himfelf for a moment
of every prejudice, that the love of humanity may
have created in his mind, will difpaflionately exa-

mine with me the finking circumflances of the fol-

lowing Cafe. It is that of a BOND-SLAVE in the

fervice of Abraham ; which, as related in the Sa-

cred Writings) contains fuch interefting particulars,

that,

(?) Gen. 22. v. iS,
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that the SLAVE-TRADE has the indifputable fan<5ti-

of Divine Authority, even when attended with cir-

cumftances not of the moft pleafing complexion to

the eyes of humanity.

X. THIS very decifive facl: is thus literally related

in the xvith
Chapter of the Book of GENESIS.

1. Now Sarai Abram's wife bare him no children :

and fhe had an hand-maid, an Egyptian, whofe
name was Hagar,

2. And Sarai faid unto Abram : behold now, the

Lord hath reftrained me from bearing : I pray
thee go in unto my maid : it may be, that I may
obtain children by her : and Abram hearkened to

the vcice of Sarai.

3. And Sarai Abram's wife took Hagar her maid,
the Egyptian, after Abram had dwelt ten years
in the land of Canaan, and gave her to her huf-

band Abram to be his wife.

4. And he went in unto Hagar, and fhe conceived;
and when fhe faw that fhe had conceived, her

miftrefs was defpifed in her eyes.

5. And Sarai faid unto Abram : my wrong be upon
thee: I have given my maid into thy bofom$
*nd when fhe faw that fhe had conceived, I was

defpifed in her eyes : the Lord judge between me
and thee.

6. But Abram faid unto Sarai : behold thy maid is

in thy hand , do to her as it pleafeth thee. And
when Sarai dwelt hardly with her, fhe fled from
her face.

7. And the Angel found her by a fountain of water

in the wildernefs, by a fountain in the way to Shur.

. And he faid: Hagar, Sarai's rnaid, whence comefl

B thou ?
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thou ? and whither wilt thou go ? And fhe faid :

I flee from the face of my miftrefs Sarai.

9. And the Angel of the Lord faid unto her
-,

re-

turn unto thy miftrefs, and fubmit thyfelf under
her hands.

10. And the Angel of the Lord faid unto her : I

will multiply thy feed exceedingly, that it fhall

not be numbered for multitude.

11. And the Angel of the Lord faid unto her : be-

hold thou art with child, and fhalt bear a fon,

and ihalt call his name Ifhmael j becaufe the

Lord hath heard thy affliction.

XI. ENOUGH have we for the prefent to obfervc

on this portion of Hagar's hiftory, without proceed-

ing to relate the treatment fhe received in her Maf-
ter's houfe fome time after her return. Here we
have' a Hand-maid, called foon after a Bond-woman

by God himfelf (r); born in Arica, for fhe was an

Egyptian by birth, and confequently an African
Slave-, labouring under every natural difadvantage

attending the condition of a Bond-flave ; bought
by a ftranger, tranfported from her native Country
into a diftant land, the Land of Canaan, where
Abram dwelt ; that is, tranfported from Africa into

Afia : feparated for ever from her deareft relations,

friends, and acquaintance, and obliged to wait at

hand, and work for the advantage of her Mafters.

XII. THE fterility of her Miftrefs feemed rather

to flatter Hagar with the profpect of meliorating
her condition, by becoming her Matter's wife at the

felicitation of her Miftrefs, but the event proved
the contrary, and difappointed all her hopes ; for

not only Ihe did not obtain her freedom by becom-

ing

(r) Ccn, c, at. T. 7*4



ing his wife, but finding fhe was with child by her

Mailer, and being, on this account, not quite fo

refpectful to her Miftrefs, as the latter expected in

quality of Abram's principal wife, fhe was fo

roughly handled by Sarai, with the permifTion of

Abram, that, unable to bear her treatment, fhe fled

from her houfe, left her fervice, and took refuge in

the defert. What the correction was, that Sarai

infli&ed on Hagar, is not particularly fpecified in

the Sacred Hiftory : the Hebrew word ufed upon
the occafion, and rendered by the Tranfla^ors, dealt

hardly, has fudi an extent of fignification, as may
eafily convey the idea of a very cruel and oppreflive

treatment, which, in the actual flate of Hagar's

pregnaacy, muft have rendered her affliction much
more intolerable and oppreflive.

XIII. EvERYcircumftance attending thewretched

fituation of this poor African Slave, who, though
legally married to her Mailer, is kept flill in bond-

age, and forced, as it were, out of his houfe and
fervice in the condition fhe was in, through hard

ufage and feverity, though charged with no other

crime, but being not quite fo refpe&fnl to her huf-

band's firil wife, as fhe had been before her marri-

age, feems to excite companion, and juilify her
x

efcape. Were Hagar's cafe that of any African fe-

male ilave now in the Weil-Indies, and were the

fame to be tried before a jury compofed of fome of

the prefent advocates for African Liberty in this

Ifland, one might decide almoil to a certainty in

whofe favour the verdict would be given : the Slave

would moft probably be declared free, and both

Mailer and Miftrefs feverely reprimanded, if not

alfo condemned in a heavy pecuniary mulct : no
other verdict would be confiftent with the principles

they fo publickly avow.

B a XIV. BUT
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XIV. BUT did Hagar obtain the fame favourable

fentence at the impartial Tribunal of God, when
fhe pleaded her Caufe before the Minifter of his

juftice, whom he deputed to reprefent his perfon ?

Did he approve of her conduct in leaving her Maf-
ter's houfe, and quitting his fervice ? Did he hint

the moft diftant reflection on the proceedings of

Abram or her miftrefs Sarai ? Did he fignify to her,

that her quality of Abram's wife, or the feverity of

Sarai's treatment, even in her adual ftate of preg-

nancy, emancipated her from her bondage, refcinded

the original contract of her purchafe, or that that

contract had been illicit and contrary to his laws, or

that fhe might, on this account, confider hetfelf as

no part of Abram's lawful property, but at full li-

berty to difpofe of her perfon as fhe thought beft ?

NO : on the contrary, her conduct was condemned

by the Reprefentative of God, who ordered her in

his name to return to her Miftrejs, and Jubmit herjelf
under her bands

-, though at the fame time he afTured

her, that tie Lord had heard her affliction,

XV. WERE all other fcriptural evidences wanted
in favour of the SLAVE-TRADE, this Decree alone

of the higheft Court of Juftice pofllble, this folemn

fentence of the Supreme Judge of Right and Wrong,
Who is no refpefier of perfons, but, in every nation^

he that feareth him, and worketh righteoufnejs, is ac-

cepted with him (j), and who, in the cafe before us,

had an intuitive and comprehenfive knowledge of

every particular circumflance attending the claims

of both the Parties, muft convince every impartial
Reader, that the licitnefs of that Trade is evidently
warranted by the Written Word of God ; who, by

very act of deputing an Angel, on purpofe to

command

(j) Afts, <?, 10. v. 34, 35.
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command the fugitive Slave to return to her Mailer's

Jioufe, and fubmit herfelf under the hands of her

Miftrefs, declared her to be ner Mailer's indifpu-
table property, and the original bargain or contract,

by which he had acquired that property, to be juft

and lawful in its nature : that is, that the SLAVE-

TRADE, even when attended with circumftances not

altogether conformable to the feelings of humanity,
is effentially confident with the facred and inalien-

able rights of juftice, and has the pofitive fanction

of God in its fupport j however difpleafing thofe

circumftances may 4e to his fatherly Providence, as

they appear to have been in the cafe of Hagar;
who, in alleviation of her fufferings and affliction,

was promifed the honour of being the Mother of a

numerous progeny, branched out afterwards into

twelve powerful kingdoms. (/)

JOSEPH.
XIV. WHOEVER has the leafl acquaintance with

the principal human Characters exhibited in the

Sacred Records, mud readily acknowledge, that

the character of JOSEPH, great grand-fon to Patri-

arch Abraham, is one of the moft amiable, mofb

upright, and inftructive. He is there reprefented
in every viciflitude of fortune, acquiring in every
ftation by his wifdom and virtue favour with God
and man (). His virtue fuffers no diminution

whatever, but fhmes with greater luilre, in pafilng
from the condition of a (lave to that of Governor
fif all Egypt. His fidelity to God, and to his

Mailer

(/) Gen. c. 25, v. 16.

() Gen. 39. z--6. Ibid, ai 313, Ibid. c. 41. Y. 37, &p.
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Mafter Potiphar, is aflailed by (Irong temptations,

which, in fpite of youth and in te re ft, he refills with

the moft exemplary fortitude (w). Thrown into

the horrors of a dungeon through the artifice of a

falfe woman, whofe honour he prefer ves at the ex-

pence of his own, his integrity and prudence foon

render him confpicuous even in that dark recefs (#).

Favoured with the divine fpirit of prophecy, and
called in his Prophetic Character into the prefence
of Pharaoh, the wife and extenfive plan he forms to

fave the Kingdom from the miieries of impending
famine, raifes him to that height, where his abilities

and virtues are eminently difplayed in the public

fervice, and anfwer the purpofes of the Providence

of God in favour of his chofen People (y). Enabled

by defpotic power to retain his unnatural brethren

in that Egyptian bondage, to which they had once

configned him, and gratify revenge by every accu-

mulatipn of difgrace, he not only generoufly for-

gives them the outrageous treatment he had re-

ceived, but he even effaces the very remembrance
of thofe injuries which had produced his adverfity :

and, without recriminating hi's adverfaries, without

retaliating their injuries, he extenuates in fome mea-
fure the guilt of a crime, which, by the interpolation
of Providence, had proved fubfervient to a happy
iflue (z).

XVII. EVERY feature of this moft amiable cha-

racter is fo perfectly finiihed, fo exactly conformable
to the model of the ftricteft virtue,that the whole Piece
is one of the completed portraits of righteoufnefs
and humanity, that has ever been exhibited to the

World

(?) Gen. 39.712. (x) Gen. 39, i 23. Gen. 40. v. i, &c.

(j) Gen, 40. 813. Ibid. c. 41. i, &c. Ibid. c. 45, 4, &c. Pf. 105, 16- -24.

(xj Gen, c. 37. i3-a8. Ibid. 45. i 11.
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World in any ftage of Religion. Chriftianity itfelf

can produce but few exemplars, that will contend

with him for fuperiority j efpecially, when it is

confidered, that Jofeph's innocence and virtue,

from his youth to his decrepit old age, retained, in

the very heart of infidelity itfelf, the fame uniform
luilre and firm nets, though befet at different periods

by fuch ftrong temptations to infidelity and vice, as

are the infeparable attendants of extreme adverfity
and profperity. In a word : every ftep of Jofeph's
conduct in every ftage of his life met the approba-
tion of God, and was efpecially directed by his pro-

tecting hand ; for, in the language of the infpired

Writer, 'The Lord was with him : and that which hi

did) the Lord made it to proffer. (<?)

XVIII. Now, if we examine the hiftory of this

eminent Perfonage, as defcribed in the Sacred Re-

cords, we fhall foon find a fecond very remarkable
inftance of the licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE, as

practifed, not only without control, but under the

vifible. protection of God, by one of the ftricteft

profeffors of the Religion of Nature, the laws and

principles of which were the invariable rule of his

conduct : a man in high favour with the Almighty,
the framer of thofe very principles and laws ; and

who, in the infcrutable order of his fatherly Provi-

dence, chofe him the inftrument and promoter of
his glory (), imparted him the divine fpirit of his

wifdom (c), led him, as it were, by the hand, in

every ftep of his life (d}> and profpered whatever
he undertook (^). An inftance, attended with cir-

cumftances of that fingular nature and tendency,
*s feems not only to fix the fubject of the prefenc

Controverfy

(*) Gen. 39. 3. () Pf. 105. 1614. (c) Gen. c. 40. 43,

^T)
Gen. 39. si^3^ (*) Gn. ^9. **.
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Controverfy in the bed point of view, but to afcer-

tain, beyond the power of reply, the inherent law-
fulnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE.

XIX. THE fadt, with all its attending circum-
ftances, is thus defcribed in the XLVII th

Chapter
of the Book of GENESIS,

13. And there was no bread in all the land; for the

famine was very fore : Jo that the land of Egypt,
and the land of Canaan fainted by reafon of the-

famine.

14. And Jofeph gathered up all the money that was
found in the land of Egypt, and in the land of

Canaan, for the corn which they brought ; and

Jofeph brought the money into Pharaoh's houfe.

15. And when the money failed in the land of

Egypt, and in the land of Canaan, all the Egyp-
tians came unto Jofeph, ajjd faid : give us bread;
for why fhould we die in thy prefenc ? for the

money faileth.

1 6. And Jofeph faid : give your cattle; and I will

give you for your cattle, if money fail.

17. And they brought their cattle unto Jofeph : and

Jofeph gave them bread in exchange for horfes,

and for the flocks, and for the cattle of the herds,
and for the affes ; and he fed them with bread for

all their cattle, for that year.

1 8. When that year was ended, they came unto

him the fecond year, and faid unto him : we will

not hide it from my Lord, how that our money
is fpent ; my Lord alfo hath our herds of cattle;

there is not aught left in the fight of my Lord,
but our bodies and our lands.

19. Where*
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19. Wherefore fhall we die before thine eyes, both

we and our land ? Buy us and our land for bread,
and we and our land will be fervants unto Pha-

raoh : and give us feed : that we may live and

not die, that the land be not defolate.

20. And Jofeph bought all the land of Egypt for

Pharaoh : for the Egyptians fold every man his

field 5 becaufe the famine prevailed over them :

fo the land became Pharaoh's.

z i . And as for the people, he removed them to

cities, from one end of the borders of Egypt,
even unto the other end thereof.

22. Only the land of the Priefts bought he not; for

the Priefts had a portion afllgned them of Pha-

raoh, and did eat their portion which Pharaoh

gave them j wherefore they fold not their lands.

23. Then Jofeph faid unto the people : behold, I

have bought you this day, and your land for Pha-

raoh : lo, here is feed for you, and ye ihall fow
the land.

24. And it fhall come to pafs in the encreafe, that

ye fhall give the fifth part unto Pharaoh, and four

parts fhall be your own, for feed of the field, and
for your food, and for them of your houiholds,
and for food for your little ones.

25. And they faid; thou haft faved our lives : let

us find grace in the fight of my Lord, and we
will be Pharaoh's fervants.

26. And Jofeph made it a law over the land of

Egypt unto this day, that Pharaoh fhould have
the fifth part; except the land of the Priefts

only, which became not Pharaoh's.

C XX. THE
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XX. THE tranfadions related in this portion of

Jofeph's hiftprvj afford us a considerable number of

very pertinent reflexions on the SLAVE-TRADE; the

following appear to me very remarkable.

1 4 Here is a whole nation of free and indepen-
dent Africans, one only defcription of men excepted,

inhabiting the richeft, the mod populous, and the

moft civilized part of Africa, or perhaps, of any
other part of the Globe at that period, all made
SLAVES in one day by a moft explicit, deliberate,

aud formal contract.

2. Allowing, the Kingdom of Egypt at that

time to have extended no farther than it does at

prefent : that is, 600 miles from North to South,
and 250 from Eaftto Weft, it muft have contained,
on the moft moderate computation, as many inha-

bitants, at leaft, as the Kingdom of Great Britain

does at this prefent time ; Egypt was then the Em-
porium of the whole world, where all arts and fci-

cnces, commerce, agriculture, and polity flourished

in a degree of refinement, fuperior, perhaps, to that

of any part of Europe in our days. Accordingly
the number of Africans purchafed by Jofeph in one

day, at the very moderate price of one year's main-

tenance per head, including their land, amounted,
at leaft, to feven or eight millions of perfons : a

number not unequal, perhaps, to all the purchafes
of the kind ever made by Englilh Merchants fmce

the commencement of the GUINEA-TRADE.

3. The happy condition of thefe Africans, prior
to Jofeph's purchafe, is a circumftance worth ob-

ferving : it differed in every refpedt from that of
moft of their prefent countrymen purchafed by our

European merchants. The latter are generally

Slaves,
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Slaves, or Captives, in their native land > the for-

mer were all free and independent fubjech : thofe,

when purchafed by our African Merchants, are in

a ftate of abfolute indigence and poverty -,
whereas

the latter were all people of property, and, indeed,
of landed property ; for it is very particularly fpe-
cified in the fcriptural account, that the Egyptians

fold every man his field
-

} that is, his landed eftate.

4. The circumftance of tranfporting Slaves from
their native foil into a diftant Country, is alfo very
obvious in the conduct of Jofeph, fubfequent to

the purchafe he had made j for, as for the people,

fays the Scripture, he removed them to cities, from
one end of the borders of Egypt, even unto the other

end thereof: by which expedient he deprived them.

of every profpe6t of ever re- enjoying their refpec-
tive paternal Eftates, and the places of their nati-

vity. And is it not more than probable, that, in

the execution of fo extenfive a plan, as removing fo

many millions of inhabitants of every age, fex, con-

dition, and rank, infants at the bread, young chil-

dren, old and decrepit people, infirm and delicate,

from one end of the borders of fo extenfive'a Coun-

try as Egypt, even unto the other end thereof,

many muft have inevitably periflied in paffing

through the fcorching fands of a Country defolate

with famine, and parched up, as it were, by an

uninterrupted drought of fix confecutive years,
whatever wife regulations we may naturally fuppofe
were made by Jofeph to accommodate fuch an ex-

traordinary number of Slaves ?

5. This numerous multitude of free and inde-

pendent Africans, become now by contract menial

Slaves to Pharaoh, are immediately fent by Jofeph
C 2 tO



to cultivate their Matter's Eftates throughout all

Egypt, for tbe land became Pharaoh's : fo, that we

may confider them, with the utmoft propriety, as

fo many Slaves, tranfported from their native place,
and fent by their Mailer, or his Steward or Overfeer,
to work in his different Plantations, merely for

their keep ; for all the land was the property of Pha-

raoh, and the portion of the yearly produce of it,

which they were allowed, is faid to have been given
them only for feed of the field, for their food, thofe

of iheir houjholds, and their little ones,

6. The laft and moft interefting circumftance, in

my opinion, attending this fingular tranfaction, is

the manner in which Jofeph proceeded to effecl: his

purchafe. For, in confequence of that prophetic

fpirit, with which the Almighty had efpecially fa-

voured him, and by which he forefaw the wonder-

ful fertility of the land for feven years to come,
and the extreme flerility of it for as many years

after, he engrofled all the corn that grew in Egypt
during the firft feven years of plenty, and laid it up
againft the time of impending famine (/). When
this began to rage in the land, he opened his ftores,

and made the Egyptians pay ready money for their

corn : being entirely drained of caifh, for Jofeph ga-
thered up all the money that was found in the land of

Egypt, he refufed to fupply them with bread, unlefs

they gave all their cattle in exchange ; which, ac-

cordingly, they did, for fuch proportion of corn as

would keep them one year : being now reduced to

the laft extremity, and entirely deflitute of pro-
vifions, as well as of every means of procuring
them, fave their lands and perfons, he availed him-

felf

(/) Gen. c. 41, T. 47, 49, 55, 56.
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.felf of this favourable opportunity to effect a pur-
chafe, for which he had gradually paved the way:
a bargain was accordingly concluded between him
and Pharaoh's fubjects, by which he bought all their

lands and perfons for as much corn, as would keep
die latter the fpace of one year ; which, from the

circumftance of giving them feed, wherewith to

fow the land, appears to have been the laft of that

feptennial dearth. So that, even taking advantage
of the extreme indigence of his fellow- creatures,

when able to relieve them, in order to reduce them
to the condition of Slaves, was not deemed by this

righteous, and infpired Man, with whom the Lord

was, an infraction of thofe facred laws of Nature,
which were the invariable rule of his conduct.

XXI. How far Jofeph's conducl: in every ftage of

this remarkable tranfadtion, fo favourable to the

SLAVE-TRADE, may appear equitable or otherwife

to the prefent humane advocates for African Liberty,

through the feeble light of mere human reafon and

fenfe, I know not : this however is mod certain,

that there is not fo much as one JOT in the Sacred

Writings of the Word of God, that feems to dif-

approve in the moft diitant manner any one part of

his conducl:, either in this or in any other tranfac-

tion of his long and holy life (g). On the con-

trary, in every place of Scripture, where this emi-

nent Perfonage is introduced, whether before or

after this trahfaction, he is conftantly reprefented as

one of the moft faithful and acceptable fervants of

God, under whofe particular protection he lived

and thrived (); by whofe immediate direction he

afted

(g) Gen. 50. 26. () Gen. 39. ai, 73.
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a<5ted (*); and who did nothing whatever, but the

Almighty made it to proffer (&). The very tranfadtion

we are fpeaking of, when rehearfed by one of the

infpired Writers (/), a Man according to God's
own heart (;), is fo far from being taxed with the

lead intimation of guilt in any one circumilance

attending it, that the whole procefs, without any

exceptions whatever, is there reprefented as the ef-

fect of that divine Wifdom, with which he was in-

fpired from above.

XXII, A FURTHER fcriptural evidence, that the

conduct of Jofeph, in purchafing fo many millions

of his fellow-creatures, and reducing them to the

condition of Slaves, met the entire approbation of

God, and was therefore perfectly confonant to the

facred laws of Nature, is that remarkable declara-

tion of the Word of God, regiftered in the Firft

Book of CHRONICLES, c. 5. v. i 3, which afftgns

the true reafon for transferring the right of Primo-

geniture, or Firft-born, from the Family of Reuben,
eldeft fon of Jacob, to the Family of Jofeph ;

which, as it is exprefsly mentioned in that place,
was Reuben's inceiluous converfation with Bilhah,

his Father's concubine (). But is it credible, con-

fidently with the efTential juftice of God, that he

fhould deprive Reuben's children of their Father's

Primogeniture or birth-right, for having once tranf-

grefTed one of the Laws of Nature, and yet fhould

at the fame time, even in preference to Judah the

Mefiiah's progenitor, give it to thofe of Jofeph,

who, by the very act of enflaving fo many millions

of his fellow-creatures, and ufmg them as he did,

muft

(?) Gen. ibid, and cc. 40, 41. (*) Gen. 39. 23. (/) Pf. 105. v. 1624,

() i. Kings, c.
13. 3. () Gen. 35. 21.



mud have necefTarily incurred the horrid guilt of

reiterated tranfgreflions of feveral of thofe facred

Laws, if, what is fo confidently aiTerted be true,

that the SLAVE-TRADE, or the purchafing of Slaves,

is an iniquitous unnatural purfuit, and a crime of

the blacked die in direct oppofition to every prin-

ciple of Nature ? How could any one in fuch chi-

merical fuppofition
reconcile the vifible partiality

of God's conduct, with his own Scriptural decla-

rations of the eternal and immutable rectitude of

his juftice ?

XXIII. ONE evidence more, drawn from the

fame fcriptural fource of conviction, will, I hope,
be fufMcient to evince the irreproachablenefs of

Jofeph's conduct in the tra-nfaction now before us.

Every body knows, who knows any thing of Scrip-

ture, that the fpeeches made to their Children by
the holy Patriarchs of old, prior to their departure
from this world, called in the language of Scrip-
ture Bleffing the Children (0), were fo many pro-

phetic declarations of the Word of God, predicting
to them the future events that fhould diftinguifh
thern and their families, and entailing upon them
and their pofterity that portion of happinefs or mi-

fery, to which their moral or immoral conduct en-

titled them. This being an undoubted truth, let

us now examine with an attentive eye fome of the

moft material circumftances of that folemn Blefilng,
which Jacob beftowed on Jofeph and his Brethren a

little before his death
(/>)

i. This blefling was bellowed On Jofeph and his

Brethren about ten years after Jofeph had enflaved

all

() Gen. 17. y. 4, 7, 10, it, 19, tec.

(/>} Gen. 49. v. , &c^



all the inhabitants of Egypt, excepting thofe of th.e

Sacerdotal Order (<?).

i. Jacob in this Blefling reproaches Reuben, his

eldefl fon, with the infamy of his incertuous crime
in the ftrongeft terms ; and declares, that, in pu-
nifhmentof it, he foould not excel, but ihould be as

unftable as water.

3. Simeon and Levi are branded by the holy Pa-
triarch \vith being Inftruments of cruelty ; he abhors

their counfels j calls their company difhonourable ;

curfes the fiercenefs of their anger, and the cruelty
of their wrath, becaufe in their anger, fays he, they

JJew a man-, meaning Shechem the Hivite and hb
father Hamor, together with all his male fubjec~b,
whom theyjlew with thejword(r)', and, as a pimifh-
ment of their barbarous cruelty, he declares they
fhould be divided and fcattered in the land of

Promife.

4. When the Holy Patriarch comes to blefs his

fon Jofeph, he expreiTes himfelf in the following

emphatic and divine ftrain. iC
Jofeph is a fruitful

"
bough by a well, whofe branches run over the

* c wall. The archers have forely grieved him, and
" Ihot at him, and hated him : but his bow abode
" in ftrength, and the arms of his hands were made
"

ftrong by the hands of the mighty God ofJacob :

" from thence is the Shepherd, the ftone of Ifraeh
<c even by the God of thy father, who lhall help
tc

thee, and by the Almighty, who lhall blefs thee
" with bleflings of heaven above, bleflings of the
"

deep that lieth under, bleflings of the breaft,
" and of the womb. The bleflings of thy father
<c have prevailed above the bleflings of my pro-

cc
genitors c

(y) Gen. 47. a8. (r) Gen, 34. T. ^5. z6^
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"
genicors : unto the utmoft bounds of the ever-

"
[ailing hills, they fhall be on the head of Jofeph,

cc and on the crown of the head of him, that was
<c

feparate from his brethren" (j).

IN thefe prophetic and beautiful expreffions, ex-

hibiting in the moil pleafing colours the perfonal
character of Jofeph, and the bleffings entailed on
his pofterity, literally fulfilled afterwards, we can

perceive nothing but what neceffarily fuppofes in

Jofeph the greateft innocence of heart, the inoft un-

impeachable rectitude of conduct, and the moft gra-
cious acceptance with his Creator. No part of his

conduct is here branded with difgrace, with the

leaft appearance of the fmalleft guilt, or with the

mofl diftant intimation of reproof.

BUT, were the SLAVE-TRADE as criminal in its

nature as it is pretended, were it a purfuit hateful

in the fight of God, and an atrocious encroach-

ment on the facred rights of juftice and hu-

manity, would Jacob, or, rather would God,
who fpoke by his mouth, have overlooked the

atrocity of a crime big with fuch an accumulation
of guilt ? Would he have engaged his word to be
his help and protection, and to beflow fuch a pleni-
tude of bleffings on the crown of hi^head, not long
after he had concluded that Slave- contract we are

fpeaking of, and at the very time he was keeping in

bondage fo many millions of his fellow-creatures ?

Would God, I fay, or could God, without a moft

glaring oppofition to the eflential rights, of his own

juftice, have acted thus in the cafe of Jofeph, and
at the fame time rebuke his brethren Reuben, Si-

meon, and Levi in the fevereft terms, and inrlict a

lading punifhment on them and their poflerity
D (though

(0 Gen. 49, v. 22-27.
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(though the former had only one accufation. againfl

him, and the two latter pleaded in j unification of

their violent proceedings the revenge due to their

fitter Dinah, and the honour of their father's

houfe (/) ), had not Jofeph's recent conduct in re-

ducing fo many millions of free Africans to the ab-

ject condition of Slaves, as well as every other

tranfaction of his life, been perfectly agreeable to

the invariable tenour of thofefacred Laws, of which
he alone was the Author and Judge ?

To every one of thefe queftions there is but one
direct anfwer; which, as it muft necefTarily be in the

negative, muft of confequence evince to the meanefl

capacity, that the SLAVE-TRADE has the indifpu-
table fanction of God in its fupport.

XXIV, I WILL not conceal, or even difguife, in

favour of the caufe I have efpoufed, what, I ap-

prehend, will be objected to the argument I have

juft enforced, from the Scriptural account of Jo-

feph's extenfive purchafe of African Slaves. It will

be objected, I prefume, that Jofeph's purchafe was
not a forcible purchafe ; that the Egyptians, whom
he bought, offered themfelves of their own accord,
and defired he would buy them at a certain price (v)-,

and that, of coflrfe, the free and voluntary ceflion

they made of their liberties and perfons juftified Jo-
feph's conduct, and rendered his contract juft and

valid, without injuring the natural rights of juftice
and humanity ; which being far otherwife in the

ufual practice of the SLAVE-TRADE, in which per-
fons are fold and bought without their confent, the

inferences drawn in vindication of that Trade from
the practice of Jofeph, can have no weight of con-

viction

(f) Gen. 34. v. 7, 30, 31,

(y) Gen. 47 1 v. 19*



viction in fupport of the SLAVE-TRADE. No one,
I truft, will tax me with partiality to my Caufe,

from the ftatement of this argument againft mvfelf :

I have given it, I think, all the weight it is able to

carry : how much it will weigh in the fcale of found

and unprejudiced reafon, will foon appear from the

following confiderations.

XXV. i. I CAN by no means allow, that Jofeph's

purchafe of Pharaoh's fubjects was not a forcible

purchafe in fat, and in ftrictnefs of language. It

is true, the Egyptians themfelves, without any ap-

parent explicit propofal on the part of Jofeph, de-

fired him to buy them for bread : but did they ever

think of making that t offer, whilft they had any
bread to eat, or any means left for buying or pro-

curing it ? Did not Jofeph himfelf, prior to that

offer, pave, as it were, the way to it, by engrofling
all the corn in the land of Egypt, and by felling it

to them for money and cattle, till they had neither

money nor cattle to give in exchange ? Let us

hear how they addrefs themfelves to him : their pe-
tition will bed explain, how far their offer may be

called voluntary on their part.
"

They came unto
cc him the fecond year, fays thefacred Writer, and
cc faid unto him : We will not hide it from my
<c

Lord, how that our money is fpent \ my Lord
" alfo hath our herds of cattle: there is not aught
" left in the fight of my Lord, but our bodies and
" our lands. Wherefore jhall we die before thine
"

eyes, both we and our land ? Buy us and our
" land for bread, and we and our land will be fer-
" vants unto Pharaoh : and 'give us feed, that we
"

may live and not die> that the land be not de-

folate,"

D 2 Is



Is this the language of perfons, who freely, vo-

luntarily, of their own accord, and without any

compulfion whatever, offer themfelves to fale ? Is it

not evident from the very wo.rds of their own ad-

drefs, that finding themfelves reduced to the lail

extrcuiity of indigence, and feeing nothing before

tffeir eyes but inevitable death or flavery, they were

forced, through dread of the former, to fubmit to

the latter ? And can there be a more forcible con-

tract, than that which is made only through fear of

death, only to avoid inevitable death ? The cefllon

then made by the Egyptians of their liberties and

perfons, was neither in fact, nor in ftrictnefs of lan-

guage, nor, indeed, in conformity with the Scrip-
tural account of the circumftances attending it, a

free and volutary ceflion. Had not therefore Jofeph
had better grounds in the principles of his Natural

Religion, of which he was a moft ftrict obferver, to

affure himfelf of the juftice of his contract, the

cefllon of the Egyptians, forcible in the ftricteft

propriety of the word, would never have rendered

his Contract jufl and valid in the fight of God.

2. But even granting, for a moment, that the

Egyptians did really make a free and voluntary cef-

ii n of their liberzies and perfons j I do not fee, upon
what principle of reafon their cefiion could juftify

Jofeph's conduct, and make his purchafe lawful, if,

as it is fo confidently aflerted, the SLAVE-TRADE
be cffentially unjuft and illicit in its own nature.

For, if to purchafe thofe of our own fpecies be highly
criminal in itfelf, be an unjuft invafion oh the rights
of juftice- and humanity, and directly oppofite to

the Sacred Laws of Nature, how is it poffible to

conceive, that any ceffion whatever of the party to
"

be
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be purchafed fhould make that juft and lawful in the

fight of God, which by his unalterable eternal laws

is efTentially the very reverfe ? Can human agree-
ments difpenfe in-the laws of God .? Whatever is

effentially unjuft and illicit to purchafe; mud be ef-

fentially unjuft and illicit to fell. The objection
then grounded on the pretended voluntary ceffion

of the Egyptians, however plaufible it may appear
at firft, is utterly inconclufive and ill founded.

XXVI. I COULD eafily produce a greater number
of diitinguifhed Chara&ers within this period of the

Law of Nature, whofe uniform manner of acting,
with reference to the prefent fubject, would afford

me an additional number T>f arguments in vindica-

tion of the SLAVE- 1 RADE. But as the Sacred Book,
where thofe great patterns of every religious and
focial virtue are exhibited, is in every body's hands,

and, as I have fufficiently demonftrated, I think,
from the Scriptural account of two of the mod emi-
nent Characters within the fame period, that the

SLAVE-TRADE has the indifputable fan ction of Di-

vine Authority, and is in exact conformity with the

principles of the Law of Nature, as delineated in

the Sacred Writings of the Word of God, I fhall

now proceed to demonftrate in the fubfequent
Section, that it is equally conformable io the prin*

ciples of the Mofaic Law,

SECTION



SECTION II.

Scriptural Rejearches on the licitnejs of the Slave-

Trade, Jhewingits conformity with the principles of

the Mofaic Law delineated in the Sacred Writings

I. fT^HE Mofaic Law, called alfo the Written

j[ Law, and. the Mofaic Difpenfation, fuc-

ceeded the Difpenfation of the Law of Nature : not,

as if, by the publication of the former (#), the latter

had been totally abrogated, or fuffered the leaft re-

laxation in any of its laws, which are of perpetual

obligation ; but becaufe the Almighty willing to

eftablifh a Covenant 1 with his Chofen People, the

Children of Ifrael, added to the former obligations
fuch other ftatutes, Laws, and ceremonies, as were
to diilinguifh them from every other Nation in the

World. This Law is very frequently called, even
in Scripture, the Law ofMofes(), and Mofes is

laid to have been the Law-giver or the Legiflator of
the Children of Ifrael ; not becaufe it was framed

by him, but becaufe the Almighty delivered it to

them through his Miniftry, and he committed it to

writing. How long this Law was in force from the

firfl promulgation of it, has been the fubjecl of
much inquiry among the Learned : but, without

entering now into a critical difcufiion of this con-

troverted point, we may fafely venture to fix that

period, without either advantage or prejudice to the

Subjed

(a") Exod. c. zo, &c. (b) Jofli.
c. 8. r. 31, 32. Ibid. 43. 6. I. Kings, a, 3.

II. Kings, 23, 25.



Subject of our Refearches, to the time of the

Apoftle's Council held at Jerufalem, in which the

Law of Circumcifion and other Legal obfervances

were, by an express Decree of that Council, de-

clared unnecefiary to Salvation, and confequently
of no further obligation (<:).

This Council, accord-

ing to the computation of Archbifhop Uflier, was

held in the Year of the World 4055 ; and as the

Law was promulged in the Year 2513, according to

the chronological computation of the fame Author ;

it follows, that the Law of Mofes, or the Mofaic

Difpenfation, continued in,force 1542 Years.

II. Now, before I proceed to Ihew, that the

Laws and principles of this fecond Divine Difpen-
fation of Religion, not only never prohibited the

SLAVE-TRADE, but gave, on the contrary, a pofitive
fanction to the profecution of it ; I judge necefTary
to apprize the Reader, that the arguments I mean
to enforce in favour of the SLAVE-TRADE, as con-

fined to this fecond period of true Religion, lhall

be entirely grounded on fuch written laws and prin-

ciples of internal moral rectitude, as conftituted

the true morality of that Religion ; and not on fuch

Legal obfervances and practices, as were peculiar to

it, and conftituted only the ritual, typical, or cere-

monial part of its frame. The following decifive

inftances of the former fort, will, without produ-

cing others, be fufficient, I hope, to eftablifh my
afTertion beyond the power of reply.

EXODUS.

(0 Ab, 15. x, *;.
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E X O D US.
III. IT is fingular enough, that the very firft

Law, or Judgement, in the Scripture language,
enaded by God himielf immediately after he had

delivered the Ten Commandments to his People,
fhould be refpecYmg the SLAVE-TRADE ; and that

alfo, with the additional circumilance of not re-

ilraining them from purchafing their own brethren,

their own fleih and blood !

cc Thefe are the judgements, fays God to Mofes,
cc which thou fhalt let before them. If thou buy
(C an Hebrew fervant, fix years he fhall ferve, and
cc in the feventh he fhall go out free for nothing.
<c If he came in by himfelf, he fhall go out by him-
<c felf -

3 if he were married, then his wife fhall go
<c out with him. If his Matter have given him a

ic
wife, and fhe have borne him fons and daugh-

" ters ; the wife and her children fhall be her
<c

Matter's, and he fhall go out by himfelf."(^)

IV. HERE, it is evident in the firft place, that,

however limited the time was of the Slavery of an

Hebrew, he was yet in the ftri&eft fenfe of the

word a true and real Slave for the time ; for he was
his Matter's property, bought for a certain price ;

and his Matter, on this account, had an undoubted

right and power to fell him again to another perfon
before the expiration of that time. But, were the

SLAVE-TRADE, or the purchafing of thofe of our
own fpecies, and dealing in human flelh, apurfuit of

that heinous and crying nature, as to be efTentially

unlawful^

(d) Exod. c. ai. v. i --4.
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unlawful, efTentially incompatible with the princi-

ples of reafon, nature, and true Religion, would

God, Juftice and Sanctity itfelf, have authorized

the practice of it with fo pofitive, fo manifefb, fo

explicit a fanction, I do not fay for the fpace of fix

years, but even for a fingle moment, at the very
time he was making his Holy Covenant with his

chofen people, and teaching them the very princi-

ples of true Religion ?

Again : the Hebrew, thus bought by his Brother,
and reduced to the condition of a Slave, under the

exprefs fancYion of God, was a Child of the Cir-

cumcifion : now, Circumcifion, under the Mofak:

Difpenfation, was a folemn, religious Rite anfwer-

ing that of Baptifm in the Chriftian Law : it was a

token of the Covenant between God and his

People (tf),
as effentially requifite in every male per-

fon, who hoped for acceptance with God (/), as

is Baptifm in the Covenant of the New Law. If

then, notwithstanding the prerogative of Circum-

cifion, which made the profefTors of the Mofaic
Law true Children of God, true believers, and
Members of his Church, a free circumcifed Ifraelite

was ftill fubject to the law of human bondage or

flavery, and that even under the dominion of one

of his own Communion and Church
-,
from what

maxim or principle of true Religion andjuftice
does it follow, that a Slave, once admitted into the

Covenant of the New Law, acquires by his ad-

miffion a right to his emancipation from human

bondage, that is, a right to deprive his Mailer of

his property ?

E In

(#) Gen. c. 17. v. Ji, (/) Gen. 17. 14.

ffiI ! t OB *LA '

* \ UJ**'*** i
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In
;

fine; it is manifeft from the very letter of the

law juit quoted, that, even in the Cafe of an He-
brew reduced to the condition of a Slave for a li-

mited time, the Mailer's purchafe of that Slave

was fo effentially juft and lawful in every part of it,

that, though by an efpecial ordinance of God, pe-
culiar to that people only, the Slave was to be re-

leafed from bondage in the feventh year, or the year
of the Jubilee ; yet the right of property, acquired

by that purchafe, was declared by God to be fo

veiled in the Matter, that, if the Mailer had given
a wife to his Slave, that is, if the Slave had married

a wife during the time of his fervitude with the

confent of his Mailer, both ilie and her children, if

he had any by her, became the Mailer's property
for ever : in which Cafe, it is worth obferving, that

the Slave thus emancipated, though a Member of

the true Church, was ordered to go out by bimfelf,

and leave his wife and children behind. ^-A fepa-
ration this between hufband and wife, father and

children, well deferving the particular attention of

every religious and humane advocate for African

Liberty! And can any one after this entertain the

moil diilant doubt on the licitnefs of the SLAVE-

TRADE, fo poiitively, fo unequivocally, fo ftrongly
authorized by this written ordinance of the Word
of God ?

L E V I T I C US.
V. THE farther I proceed in my Scriptural Re-

fetches, the ftronger the evidences appear to me
in
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in favour of the SLAVE-TRADE. Indeed, I have

every encouragement given me in this Sacred Book
of LEVITICUS to advance a ftep farther, and main-

tain, that the SLAVE-TRADE has not only the fanftion

of Divine Authority in its fupport but was alfo

pofitively encouraged (I had almoft faid, com-

manded) by that Authority, under the Difpenfation
of the Mofaic Law. The following plain and ex-

plicit words of one of the Laws refpecling that

Trade, and regiftered in this Book, can admit of

no other conftru&ion.

<c Both thy bond-men and bond-maids, fays the
cc

Supreme Law-giver, which thou (halt have, lhall

cc be of the heathen that are round about you -,
of

cc them fhall ye buy bond-men and bond-maids.
< c Moreover, of the Children of the Strangers that
<c do fo fojourn among you ; of them fhall ye buy,
" and of their families that are with you, which
<c

they begat in your land : and they fhall be your
cc

pofieflion. And ye 'fhall take them as an inheri-
cc tance for your'children after you to inherit them
cc for a pofTeflion 5 they fhall be your bond-men for

ever."(s)-

VI. IF there be meaning in language, or fenfe in

words, here is certainly a Law enacted by Divine

Authority, which does not only give a moft pofitive
and unexceptionable fan&ion to the licitnefs of the

SLAVE-TRADE, but feems farther to lay, as it were,
an injunftion on the Children of Ifrael to profecute
that Traffic under no other reftriction whatever, but

that of confining their purchafes of perpetual Slaves

2 to

(%) Leviticus, c. 25, v. 4446.
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to the heathen round about them, and the Strangers
that fojourned among them ; for the words of the

Law-giver evidently imply more than a mere per-
mifiion or leave : He does not fay, fpeaking of the

Heathen or Sojournes, Of them MAY ye buy bond-

men and bond-maids^ but, Of them SHALL ye buy
bond-men and bond-maids.

Again : the words of this Law, and they are the

words of God, do exprefsly declare, that Slaves

thus purchafed from the Heathen and Sojourners

among them, fhall be the Pojfcjfiony that is, the

real and lawful property of the purchafers : a pro-

perty fo ftrictiy their own, that they (hall bequeath
it to their Children at their death, as apart of their

juft and lawful inheritance, a part of their paternal

eftate, an eftate for ever, for they jhall be your bond-

men for ever, fays the Law: that is, an hereditary
eftate with all the emoluments arifmg from it ; and,

confequently, with all the children born from them,

agreeably to the tenour of that Law of EXODUS,
which has been explained in the IVth Number of
this SECTION ; for otherwife the children of a Hea-
then Slave or a Stranger would have enjoyed a pri-

vilege, which an Hebrew Slave was denied, though
a Slave only for a limited time.

VII. FROM this moft decifive, moft explicit, and

irrefragable authority of the Written Word of God,
vifibly encouraging the profecution of the SLAVE-
TRADE, and declaring in the moft categorical lan-

guage that words can devife, that a Slave is the

real, indifputable and lawful property of the pur-
chafer and his heirs for ever, it necefTarily follows

by force of confequence, that either the SLAVE-
TRADE muft be in its own intrinfic nature a juft and

an
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an honerF Trade, and by no means deferving thole

harfh epithets and names with which it is fo fre-

quently branded and degraded -, or, that, if it does

ftill deferve thofe odious names and epithets in con-

fequence of its intrinfic turpitude and immorality,
the Almighty did fo far forget himfelf, when he

made the above Law, as to patronize a manifeft in-

juftice, encourage a moft criminal violation of his

other laws, and give his facred fanction to what hu-

manity itfelf muft for ever abhor and deteft. As
there can be no medium between thefe two unavoid-

able inferences, and the latter is one of the moil

daring blafphemies that the human heart can con-

ceive, I leave the religious Reader to judge for

himfelf, which fide of the Queftion is the fafeft to

embrace.

JOSHUA.
VIII. THE prudent and well-concerted flratagern

of the inhabitants of Gibeon, with all the circum-

ftances attending its final ifTue, fo minutely defcribed

in the IXth
Chapter of this Sacred Book, will,

when viewed in its proper light, add no fmall weight
of authority to the juftice of the SLAVE-TRADE.
The Scriptural account of this entertaining tranf-

action, long as it may appear to fome, cannot well

be contracted, without injuring its beautiful texture :

the following is a literal tranfcript of it.

v. 3. And when the inhabitants of Gibeon heard

what Jofhua had done unto Jericho, and to Ai,

4. They
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4. They did work wilily, and went and made as if

they had been AmbafTadors, and took old facks

upon their afies, and wine- bottles, old, and rent,

and bound up :

5. And old fhoes, and clouted upon their feet, and
old garments upon them : and all the bread of

their provifion was dry and mouldy.

6. And they went to Jofliua, unto the camp of Gil-

gal, and faid unto him, and to the men of Ifrael :

we be come from a far country, now therefore

make ye a league with us.

7. And the men of Ifrael faid unto theHivites : per-
adventure ye dwell among us, and how fhall we
make a league with you ?

8. And they faid unto Jofliua : we are thy fervants.

And Jofliua faid unto them : who are ye ? and
from whence come ye ?

9. And they faid unto him : from a very far country

thy fervants are come, becaufe of the name of the

Lord thy God ; for we have heard of the fame of

him, and all that he did in Egypt.

10. And all that he did to the two Kings of the

Amorites, that were beyond Jordan, to Sihon

King of Hefhbon, and to Og King of Balhan,
which was at Alhtaroth.

11. Wherefore our Elders and all the Inhabitants

of our country fpake to us, faying : take victuals

with you for the journey, and go to meet them,
and fay unto them : we are your fervants : there-

fore now make ye a league with us.

12 This
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12. This our bread we took hot for our provifioir

out of our houfes, on the day we cam? forch Jito

you : but now behold, it is dry, and it is moaidy.

13. And thefe bottles of wine which were rilled,

were new ; and behold, they be rent; andih..e.

our garments and our ihoes are become old, by
reafon of the very long journey.

14. And the men took of their victuals, and afked

not counfel at the mouth of the Lord.

15. And Jofhua made peace with them, and made a

league with them, to let them live; and .the

Princes of the Congregation fware unto them.

1 6. And it came to pafs at the end of three day,
after they had made a league with them, that they
heard that they were neighbours, and that they
dwelt among them.

17. And the children of Ifrael fojourned, and came
into their Cities on the third day : now their Cities

were Gibeon, and Chephirah, and Beeroth, and

Kinath-jearim,

1 8. And the Children of Ifrael fmote them not, be*

caufe the Princes of the Congregation had fworn
unto them by the Lord God of Ifrael : and
all the Congregation murmured againft the

Princes.

19. But all the Princes faid unto the Congregation:
We have fworn unto them by the Lord God of
Ifrael : now therefore we may not touch them.

120. This we will do them ; we will even let them

live, left wrath be upon us, becaufe of the oath

we fware unto them,

21. And
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21. And the Princes faid unto them : let them live

(but let them be hewers of wood, and drawers of

water unto all the Congregation), as the Princes

had promifed them.

22. And Jofhua called for them, and he ipake unto

them, faying: wherefore have ye beguiled us,

faying, We are very far from
}
ou ? when ye

dwell among us.

23. Now therefore ye are curfed, and there fhall

none of you be freed from being bond-men, and

hewers of wood, and drawers of water for the

houfe of my God.

24. And they anfwered Jofliua, and faid : becaufe

it was certainly told thy fervants, how that the

Lord thy God commanded his fervant Mofes to

; give you all the land, and to deflroy all the in-

habitants of the land from before you, therefore

we were fore afraid of our lives, becaufe of you,
and have done this thing.

25. And now, behold, we are in thine hand : as it

feemeth good and right unto thee to do unto

us, do.

26. And fo did he unto them, and delivered them
out of the hand of the Children of Ifrael, and

they (lew them not.

27. And Jofhua made them that day hewers of

wood, and drawers of water for the Congregation,
and for the Altar of the Lord, even unto this

day, in the place which he fhould chufe.

IX. THE following obfervations feem to arife

fpontaneoufly from the circumftances related in this

interefting portion of Scripture.

i. The
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1. The Gibeonites were in the number of thofe

inhabitants of the Land of Canaan, who, by the

exprefs command of God, were to be utterly prof-

cribed, and driven out of the Land, by the Chil-

dren of Ifrael \Thou /halt make no covenant with them,
-nor with their Gods, faid the Almighty to his People;

they/hall not dwell in thy land (h).

2. To ward this impending doom, of which they
were well apprized, as appears from their reply to

Jofhua, they had recourfe to a ftratagem, which,
for want of Jofhua confdlting the divine Oracle, fuc-

ceeded to the utmoft of their wilhes ; for they made
a league, and a treaty of peace and amity with

Jofhua and his People i and by virtue of this Nati-

onal Treaty, which was confirmed to them with the

folemn fandtion of an oath, and never annulled,
but rather ratified in the fequel by God himftlf, they
were exempted from the general doom, and became
in every fenfe of the word free allies and friends to

the Children of Ifrael. Indeed, the fentiments of

Religion and humility, fo vifible both in their firfl

addrefs and their reply to Jofhua's charge, and their

not joining in the general league with the nighbour-

ing Kings, who all combined with one accord to

fight againfl Ifrael
(/'), fpeak a fenfe of repentance,

which might have induced the Almighty to re-

verfe his fentence, and fuffer their ftratagem to

fucceed.

3. As foon as this was difcovered, we find that

the Gibeonites were all configned by Jofhua to per-

petual Slavery, unto this day -,
that is, with all their

pofterity -, notwithftanding the fentence of profcrip-
F tion,

(o) Exod, c. 23. v. 3133. () Joih. c. 9. v, i, 2,
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tion, the only one that the Almighty had pronounced
againfl them, and was to be executed by Jofhua,
had been entirely reverfed ; notwithftanding they
had every claim, by virtue of the recent Treaty
they had ib folemnly concluded with him and his

People, to all the privileges and franchifes of free

Allies.

X. To SAY, that the fentence ofdeath, pronounced
againft the Gibeonites in feveral places of Scrip-
ture (), was afterwards changed by the Almighty
into that of perpetual and hereditary bondage or

ilavery, is to advance what is never to be found in

any part of the Sacred Records
-,
from the whole

tenour of which it appears manifefl, that the perpe-
tual bondage, to which they were configned with

all their potterity, was the ible act and deed of

Jofhua, fuggefted apparently by the Princes of the

Congregation of Ifrael, who, prior to Jofhua's curfe

upon them, in order to lilence the murmurs of the

multitude, had declared their intention of employ-
ing the Gibeonites in the fervile occupations of

hewers of wood, and drawers of water unto all the

Congregation.

Now, had Jofhua's fentence ofperpetual bondage
been only a commutation of that of death, to which
the Almighty had condemned the Gibeonites, had
it not been lawful in itfelf, on other accounts, to

reduce the innocent as well as the guilty to the con-

dition of Slaves ; the fentence ofperpetual bondage

pronounced by Jofhua, ought, one would imagine,
to have extended no farther, than the perfons of the

Gibeonites then living, any more than did the fen-

tence

(*) Exod. 23. 31-33. Deut. 7. a, Sec.
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tence of death, in lieu of which that of perpetual

bondage is faid to have been fubftituted. The-fla-

very then of their inaocent pofterity, at leafl, cannot

be faid to have been in lieu of death, to which

certainly they had never been condemned.

It being therefore evident from the uniform
tenour of the Sacred Writings, that neither the re-

du&ion of the Gibeonites then living, nor that of

their guiltlefs defcendants yet unborn, to perpetual

Slavery, was ever condemned by any mark or inti-

mation whatever of God's difpleafure, but manifeftly
ratified in the fequel by feveral undoubted ailurances

of his divine approbation ; it is ealy to conclude,
whether the reducing of the innocent as well as the

guilty part of our fellow-creatures to the condition

of Slaves, or even to hereditary bondage or Slavery,
be in its own nature licit or illicit, criminal or juft.

XI. As a mark of the Almighty's undoubted ap-

probation of Jofhua's conduct in the tranfaftion juft
before us, we find in the continuation of this hif-

tory (/), that He even fecured to his People the pof-
feflion of thofe Slaves, and their pofterity, by a moft

fignal victory, which he enabled them to obtain over

five Kings of the Amorites ; who, in confequence
of the Gibeonites having made a league and a treaty
of peace with Jofhua and his People, joined all

their forces againil them, and made a vigorous at-

tempt to invade this new acquifition of the Children

of Ifrael. The exertions of his divine power for

fecuring to his People this new-acquired property of

Slaves were fo wonderfully great, that he even fought
in Per/on againft the invaders ; for,

cc The Lord,
F 2 "

Jays

(/) Jofli. c. io.
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<c Jay3 the f&cred Writer
',

difcomfhted them before
cc

Ifrael, and flew them with a great (laughter at
rc

Gibeon, and chafed them along the way that
"

goeth up to Bethhoron, and fmote them to Aze-
<c

kah, and unto Makkedah. And it came to pafs,
cc as they fled from before Ifrael, and were in the
cc gi ng down to Bethhoron, that the Lord caft
cc down great flones from heaven upon them unto
<c

Azekah, and they died : they were more which
" died with halftones, than they whom the Children
cc of Ifrael flew with the fword."(w)

And, in order to render the victory Hill more

complete, and the part he took in defending the

rights of his People over the Gibeonites more vifible

to the whole world, he even wrought a miracle of

the mod fingularkind ; for, harkning, as the Sacred

Page exprefles it unto the voice of a Man, that is,

of Jofhua, who, in the heat of action, ordered the

Sun to ftandftill upon Gibeon, and the Moon in the

valley of Ajalon, he flayed them both about a whole

day, until the People had avenged themfelves upon their

enemies (), for attempting to deftroy the inhabitants

of Gibeon their bond-flaves.

XIL IF thefe wonderful atchievements of the

power of God in favour of his chofen People in the

very cafe of protecting the perfons whom they had
fo lately reduced to perpetual and hereditary bond-

age, are not to be confldered as fo many evident

teftimonies of his divine approbation of the imme-
diate object of the SLAVE-TRADE, and a pofitive
fanction to the licitnefs of it, but are flill confident

with any intrinfic moral turpitude inherent to the

nature

() Jofh. c. 10. v. jo, IT. () Jofli. 10. v. 12, 14.
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nature of that Trade; the abettors of this opinion
muft necefTarily maintain, that the Supreme Ruler

of the Univerfe, in direct oppofition to his own ei-

fential attributes and perfections, in manifeft con-

tradiction with his own moral laws and command-
ments, and in vindication of ill-gotten property,

difplayed to the World the moft extraordinary ex-

ertions of his Omnipotence, and diflurbed the very
courfe of Nature to make it fubfcrvient to the vileft

of purpofes, injuftice and opprefTion. As the in-

ference is as blafphemous as it is neceflary, the very-

mentioning of it will, I flatter myfelf, be fufficient

to determine the judgement of any religious and
candid Reader in favour of the inherent moral

licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE.

XIII. I HAVE, I think, fufficiently proved from

the Scriptural Paffages I have produced in the feries

of this SECOND PART, that the SLAVE-TRADE has

the pofitivc fandtion of Divine Authority in its fup-

port, aud is perfectly ronfonant to the principles of

the Mofaic Difpenfation delineated in the Sacred

Writings of the Word of God.

I have, however, this one thing to obferve before

I proceed to the THIRD PART, in order to preclude

every avenue to groundlefs objections ; that there is

not a Place in all the Writings of the Word of God,
whether of the OLD or of the NE-W TESTAMENT,
that does fo much as infmuate in the moft diftant

manner, that the Slaves bought either within the

period of the Law of Nature, that of the Mofaic

Difpenfation, or that of the Chriftian Law, were to

ferve during a certain number ofyears and no longer,

except the Hebrew Slaves , who, for reafons pecu-
liar only to that People, and not applicable even to

Chriftian
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Chriftian Slaves, were to ferve no lorger than fix

years in the capacity of Bond-Slaves. In every
c rher cafe, the words BOND-MAN, BOND-WOMAN,
BOND-MAID, BOND-SERVANT, SERVANT UNDER THE
YOKE, imply, in the Scripture language, perpetual
and unlimited bondage, bondage for life, both of
the male and female reduced to that condition, and
even of their pofterity or children, if they had any.
Nor is there one inftance to be met with in the Sa-

cred Volumes, of the manumillion or emancipation
of a Slave of either fcx, except of the Hebrew
race, v/ho ever obtained releafe from bondage, on
account of having ferved any determinate number
of years.

The difmiflion of Hagar, bond-woman to Abra-

ham, from her Matter's houfe, is fo far from being
an inftance of this kind, that every circumftance

attending her diicharge.feerns to prove the very re-

verfe (0). She was Jerit away by Abraham, at the

earned foiicitation of his wife Sarah, whofe counfel

the Almighty ordered him to follow : but the reluc-

tance he ihewed to turn her out of his houie, when
it was firft propofed to him by Sarah, for the thing
was very grievous in his fight, (or, according to the

Original, The word was very bad in the eyes of^Abra-

barx), and the reafon of her difmiflion evidently
ihew that her difcharge was not in confequence of

any contract whatever, by which fhe was bound to

ferve a determinate number of years and no longer,
there being not the leail intimation given in the Sa-

cred Hiftory of any fuch contract or agreement,
t>ut becaufe her fon's behaviour to Ifaac, the pro-
mifed and right Heir of the Family, was exceedingly

odious

(#) Gen. 21. v. 9-14.
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odious and very alarming to Sarah; who, dreading
the confequehces of IQimael's perfecution of young
Ifaac, for fo the Apoftle flyles it (/>), infifted on his

being caft out together with his mother Hagar.

XIV. THE Scriptural acceptation and extent of

the word BONDAGE, and the relatives to it, being
thus fixed and afcertained from the very letter and

uniform tenour of Scripture itfelf, no arguments
whatever, grounded on the true, and real fenfe in

which that word and its relatives are ufed in the

Sacred Page, will ever evince, that a Slave, within

the period of any of the Three Difpenfations of true

Religion mentioned in the Sacred Annals of the

Word of God, not born an Hebrew, was ever

bound by contract or otherwife to ferve only a limited

number of years, at the expiration of which he ob-

tained his freedom, and was left at liberty to chufe

for himfelf.

(/>) Galatiajis, c. 4, v. 29.

SECTION.



SECTION III.

Scriptural Rejearches on the licitnejs of the Slave-

Trade, jhewingits conformity with the principles of

the Chriftian Difpenfation delineated in the Sacred

Writings.

I. /~T"^HE Chriftian Difpenfation, called frequently

jL the Chriftian Law, the Law of Chrift, the

Chriftian Religion, the Law of Grace, the New Law,
and the New Covenant or the New Teftament, is

that moft fublime and perfect Syftem of Faith and

morality, which the Eternal Wifdom of the Father,
Chrift Jefus our Lord, both preached in Perfon,
and fealed with his precious blood. As this New
Law and Gofpel of falvation is to remain in full

force until the confummation of all things, or till

time fhall be no more, it is not in the power of any
creature to afcertain the exact time of its duration

and exiftence from the firft promulgation of it 3 for

*Qf that day, and that hour knoweth no man, no not

the Angels which are in heaven, neither the SON, but

the FATHER (a).

II. The principal tranfactions relative to this New
Law are regiftered in the feveral infpired Writings,
that compofe the Sacred Volume commonly ftyled
THE NEW TESTAMENT. The principles and moral

duties of perpetual obligation refpecting Right and

Wrong,

(a) Mark, c. 13. v. 32.
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Wrong* Juftice and Injuftice, regiftered in this Sa-

cred Volume, being evidently dictated by the HOLY
SPIRIT of God, and God himfelf, cannot confif-

tently with the efiential infallibility of his eternal

Wifdom, bear the leaft oppofition to the principles
and moral duties of perpetual obligation, refpecting,
in like manner, Right and Wrong, Juftice and Ihjuf-

tice, dictated by the fame infallible SPIRIT, and re-

giftered in the feveral infpired Writings, that com-

pofe the Sacred Volume, commonly ftyled the OLD
TESTAMENT, comprehending fuch tranfactions, as

relate to both the Natural and the Mofaic Laws.
Were it poflible to be otherwife, God would not be
confident with himfelf, and the Religion of the New
Teftament, inltead of being the perfection and ac-

complifhment, would be the reproach and condem-
nation of both the former Laws, Natural and Mo-
faic, on the truth of which its very exiftence de-

pends.

III. FROM this undeniable pofition it follows ne-

cefTarily, that, as the Writings of both the Tefta-

ments have the fame weight of Authority, eflenti-

ally incapable of contradicting itfelf, in fupport of

thofe principles and decifions, enadted and regiftered
in their refpe&ive Records, concerning the intrin-

fic morality or immorality of human actions, what-

ever is declared in the One to be intrinfically good
or bad, juft runjuft, licit or illicit; muft inevitably
be fo according to the principles of the Other* If

therefore, the SLAVE-TRADE appears, as, I truft,

it does, from the preceding train of Scriptural argu-
ments, in perfect harmony with the principles and
decifions of the Word of God, regiftered in the

Sacred Writings of the Old Teftament, refpecting
the intrinfic nature of that Trade3 this, of courfe,

G can
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can bear no oppofition to, but muft neceflarily be
in equal perfect harmony with, the principles and
decifions of the Word of God refpecting Right and

Juftice> regiflered in the Sacred Writings of the

New.

This general but forcible argument, were it even

unfupported by any collateral evidences from the

Writings of the Wew Teftament, would be fully
fufficient to verify my third and laft aflertion refpect-

ing the licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE> as perfe&ly
conformable to the principles of the Chriftian Dif-

penfation.

IV. rl HAVE been the more particular in bringing
this laft part of my Scriptural Refearches to this

central point of view, as I have more than one
reafon to apprehend, that feveral of my Readers
will be apt to imagine, that, by the eftablilhment

of the Chriftian Religion, the Law of Mofes was

wholly abolifhed and annulled in every part of it,

and to every intent and purpofe, both typical and

moral, of its original inftitution ; and that, of

courfe, the arguments drawn in vindication of the

SLAVE-TRADE from the Writings of the Old Tefta-

ment, can have no weight of conviction or authority
with perfons, who are fubject to no other Laws and

Ordinances, but thofe of a Difpenfation, by which
that was entirely laid afide.

V. TRUE as this afTertion is with refpect to the

ritual, typical, and ceremonial part of the M'ofaic

Law, which, in this fenfe, is now utterly abolifhed,

and no longer obligatory to the Profeflbrs of the

Gofpel, it is not lefs erroneous and falfe with refpect
to thofe fundamental principles of righteoufnefs
ena&ed in that Law, which relate to the intrinfic

morality



morality or immorality, licitnefs or illicitnefs of
human adtions ; which, from the invariable n iture

of Right and Wrong, Juftice and Injuftice, mull be

of perpetual obligation, and as unchangeable as

God himfelf ; who never did, nor ever could alter

by any Difpenlation whatever thofe eternal princi-

ples and laws, which are the very bafis and founda-

tion of true Religion, and confequently of the Re-

ligion of Chrift.

We have no lefs an authority in confirmation of
this indifputable Doctrine, than the very Words of
the fon of God, who, in that divine Sermon on the

Mount, in which he gave his Difciples a molt mi-
nute and circumftantial account of the principles and
tenets of his Gofpel, condemned the above erroneous

opinion in the mod explicit terms, and forbade them
even to think of it : bink not) laid he, that I am
come to deftroy the Law or the Prophets \ I am not

tome to deftroy but to fulfil (b).

.It was on the principle of this Do6lrine of the

Son of God, and on purpofe to guard againfb every

exception to arguments drawn from the Writings of

the Old Teftament in favour of the SLAVE-TRADE,
which fome perfons would be apt to make in conle-

quence of the above erroneous opinion, that I ef-

pecially apprized the Reader in the II d Number of

the laft SECTION, that the arguments 1 meant to

enforce in that Section in vindication of that

Trade, would be entirely grounded, as they cer-

tainly are, on fuch written and explicit laws and

principles of internal moral rectitude, as conflkuted

the true morality of the Mofaic Difpenfation, and
not on fuch Legal obfervances and practices, as were

G 2 peculiar

(b) Matt, c, 5. v. 17.
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peculiar to it, and conftituted only the ritual, typi-

cal, or ceremonial part of its frame.

VI. THE permanent and indefectible authority

of the Old Teftament, and the neceffary conformity
of the New with the principles and declarations of

the former refpecting the intriniic nature of Right
and Wrongy Jiiftice and Injuftice> being thus firmly
eftablifhed and afcertained ; I fhall now proceed,
for argument's fake, to fubftantiate in a more par-
ticular manner the merits of the prefent Controverfy
with reference to tne principles and tenets of the

New Teftament; which, from the unanfwerable,

though general, argument juft enforced, appears

already to give a fanftion to the licitnefs of the

SLAVE-TRADE, the intrinfic morality of which is

fo evidently warranted by thofe invariable princi-

ples and decifions of the Old, with which, as proved
before, it mud neceiTarily agree.

VII. THAT there is nothing in the Writings of

the New Teftament, that can be produced in jufti-

fkation of the SLAVE-TRADE, has been confidently
afiferted by many ; and from this JuppofedJilence of

the Infpired Writers, they have as confidently con-

cluded, that the Profeflbrs of Chriflianity are not

juftifiable in profecuting a Trade, which, not hav-

ing, in their opinion, the Sanction of the New
Teftament, muft of courfe be eflentially oppofite
to the principles of true Chriftianity, which forbids

in the moil explicit terms, and under the fevereft

punifhments, all acts of injuftice, unnaturalnefs,

and oppreflion.

VIII. THE ftronger this inference, founded in-

deed on a falfe fuppofition, appears to the Advocates
for African Liberty againft the licitnefs of the

SLAVE-



C 53 ]

SLAVE-TRADE, the more powerful the following

arguments mud appear to them ; which, from the

fame negative principle, not of fuppofed, but real,

filence refpecting the pretended illicitnefs of it,

amounting in facl to a pofttive fanftion in our Cafe,

feem manifeftly to evince, that the SLAVE-TRADE
bears no oppofition whatever to the principles of

the Chriflian Law.

1. If the Writings of the New Teftament men-
tion nothing, as it \s

falfelyfoppofed,
in vindication

of the SLAVE-TRADE, neither do they in reality and
truth mention any thing in condemnation of it

-,
if

then thcfufpofed filence of the Infpired Writers re-

fpe&ing the licitnefs of that Trade, that is, their

not mentioning that Trade at all, as it is Juffojedy
can be brought as an argument of its moral incon-

fiftency with the principles of true Chriftianity ; the

real filence of the fame refpefting the pretended il-

licitnefs of it, that is, their not condemning the

Trade at all, though publickly pracliled in their

time, and by the very perfons whom they were de-

puted to teach the principles and duties of Chrifti-

anity, muft be a ftronger argument by far of the

inherent moral conformity of the SLAVE-TRADE
with the principles and tenets of the Religion of

Chrift : for it Ihews in the ftrongeft light, that the

firft Teachers of Chriftianity, who were alfo the In-

fpired Writers of the New Teftament, never con-

lidered the SLAVE-TRADE, or had been taught by
their Mafter to confider it, as an infraction of any
of the principles or moral precepts of his Golpel.

2. In effe6t; this conftant and uniform filence of
the Sacred Writers of the New Teftament in a

matter of fuch public notoriety ; I mean their never

difap-
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difapproving the practice of .a Trade, in which the

rights of Chriftian juflice and humanity are faid to

be fo materially injured, ought to attract the atten-

tion of every impartial inquirer into the merits of

the prefent Controverfy.

It is an abfolute fact, attefted by all Hiftorians,
both Sacred and Prophane, that at the very time that

Chriftianity made its appearance in the World, as

well as at the time that the Apoftles and Difciples
of Chrift were employed in preaching and propa-

gating throughout the World his holy Gofpel and

Do6trine, both before and after the fame had been

committed to writing, that is, before and after the

New Teftament was written, that the practice of

Slavery, or the SLAVE-TRADE, was univerfally

adopted by the very Nations to whom they brought
the glad tidings of falvation, and who, through
faith, repentance, and obedience to the maxims and

doctrine they preached, were received into the Co-
venant of reconciliation and grace : and yet it is

not lefs certain from the conftant tenour of the Sa-

cred Writings of the New Teftament> that defifting

from the profecution of the SLAVE-TRADE, or ma-

numitting thofe who were in actual bondage, was

never declared by any of the Apoftles or firft

Teachers of Chriftianity to be a neceflary term of

Salvation or acceptance with God, or an indifpen-
fable duty of a follower of Chrift.

But were the Trade fo diametrically oppofite to

the principles of Chriftianity, as it is aflerted, were

it a moft unjuftifiable ufurpation of thefacred rights
of juftice and humanity, would the Apoftles have

fuffered thofe facred rights to be thus invaded and

trampled upon with impunity, without fo much as

fignifying



[ 55 ]

fignifying to thofe, whom they were commifiloned

to teach the Gofpel of righteoufnefs and peace, of

love and charity, that it was in open contradiction

with the principles and precepts of that Gofpel ?

. 5. In fine : this manner of reafoning to prove the

moral conformity of the SLAVE-TRADE with the

principles of the Chriftian Difpenfation, acquires a

degree of irrefiftible force, when applied to the con-

duel of our BlefTed Saviour in his public character

of Founder and Teacher of the New Law ; for

though he embraced every opportunity of reproving
in the fevered terms fuch irreligious abufes as were

practifed by the Jews, and of rectifying fuch falfe

glories, traditions, and comments, as had been

added by them to the Law of Mofes ; yet he never

once condemned, reproved, or even hinted the lead

difapprobation [of the practice of Slavery, fo gene-

rally adopted in his time : no, not even in his Di-
vine Sermon on the Mount, in which he fpoke on
fet purpofe of the moft exalted duties of his Reli-

gion, entered into a minute and moft circumftantial

detail of many reciprocal offices and duties he re-

quired of his followers, and rectified fome abufes,

incomparably lefs criminal than would be that of

enflaving our fellow-creatures, were this practice fo

very criminal and unjuft as is reprefented by fome
modern advocates for African Liberty. (^)

4. The fact is : that, fmce neither the SON of

God, being himfelf God, nor his Difciples com-
miffioned to teach his doctrine, could ever alter

the intrinfic nature of Right and Wrong j once the

practice of Slavery, or the SLAVE-TRADE, had been

exprefsly declared by the FATHER eflentially juft
and

(c) Mate. cc. 5, 6, 7.
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and lawful in the Sacred Writings of the Old Law,
which the SON did not come to deftroy, but to fulfil

(d)) it was abfolutely impoffible, that either HE or

his Difciples fliould declare it unlawful and uniuft

in the Writings of the New, the principles of both
the Laws, refpe&ing the intrinfic nature of Right
and Wrong) Juftice and hjuflice, being invariably
the lame.

It follows then, that the argument drawn in fa-

vour of the SLAVE-TRADE from the conftant filencc

qf the Infpired Writers of the New Teftament re-

fpefting the pretended illicitnefs of that Trade, that

is, from their never mentioning any thing againft
the licitnefs of it, which, in the circumftances above

related, would have been only a negative inference,

though of considerable weight in vindication of it,

becomes now, from this laft very material circum-

fiance, a mod powerful pofltive argument, fhewing
in.the ftrongeft light, that the nature of the SLAVE-
TRADE is perfectly confonant to the principles and
tenets of the Chriftian Law.

IX, THOUGH the argument built on thefuppofed

Jilence of the Infpired Writers of the New Tefta-

ment refpe&ing the licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE,
is very amply confuted by the preceding arguments
drawn from the real filence of the fame Sacred

Writers reflecting the pretended illicitnefs of it,

which are, indeed, abundantly fufficient to eftablifh

beyond the power of cavil or reply this laft part of

my SCRIPTURAL RESEARCHES ; yet, left any one

fhould ftill perfift in maintaining the opinion fo ge-
nerally received, that there is nothing pofttive in the

Writings of the New Teftament, that can be pro-
duced

(d) Mttt. c. . v. 17.
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duced in justification of the SLAVE-TRADE, I think

it expedient to feleft one or two principal inftances

out of thefe Sacred Books, which, I flatter myfelf,
will not only gratify his curiofity, but ferve to con-

vince him in the plained manner, that, however ge-
neral his opinion may be, it is not fo evident as he

has been taught to believe,

L EPISTLE TO TIMOTHT.

X. AMONG the feveral inttruftions given in this

EPISTLE by St. Paul to his beloved Difciple Timo-
thy for the Government of the Church of Ephefus,
of which he was Bifhop, there are fome concerning
the general duties of that part of his Flock, who
were under the yoke of bondage or Slavery, that

feem to claim our particular attention. The in-

ftru&ions, here alluded to, are in the VI th
Chapter

of this EPISTLE, and are the following:

v. i. Let as many fervants as are under the yoke,
count their own Matters worthy of all honour, that

the name of God, and his dodtrine, be not blaf-

phemed.
2. And they that have believing Matters, let

them not defpife them, becaufe they are brethren :

but rather do them fervice, becaufe they are faith-

ful and beloved, partakers of the benefit. Thefe

things teach and exhort.

3. If any man teach othfcrwife, and confent not

to wholefome words, even the words of our Lord

Jefus Chrift, and to the doftrine which is according
to godlinefs,

H 4. He
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4. He is proud, knowing nothing, but doting
about queflions, and ftrifes of words, whereof co-

meth envy, flrife, railings, evil iurmifings, &c. '

XL THE Apoftle in thefe words defcribes two
claries of Chriftian Slaves, or Servants under the

yoke of bondage : Slaves
*

fubject to unbelievers,
and Slaves fubject to true believers or Chriftians ;

and, according to their refpeclive fituations, he fpe-
cifies the general duties belonging to each clafs.

1 . The former are exhorted to count their own

Mafters, though Infidels, worthy of all honour :

that is, they are exhorted to Ihew their Matters,
both in words and actions, fuch unfeigned marks of

honour, fubmifTion, and refpect, as they have a

right to claim, for they are worthy of all honour,
from the fuperiority of their rank and ftation in

life, and the authority they have acquired over

them by the pofTeflion of their perfons. The rea-

fon for enforcing fuch dutiful deportment is very

powerful : you are to exhort them, fays the Apoftle
to Timothy, to behave in this becoming manner,
that the name of God, and his doftrine, be not blaf-

fhemed: that is, left the unbelieving Mafters, fee-

ing the contrary deportment in their Chriftian Slaves,

attribute their infolent, difrefpec"lful, and difobedi-

ent conduct, to the principles and doctrine of their

Religion, and thus bring reproach and infamy upon
both.

2. The latter Clafs of Chriftian Slaves, fubject to

Chriftian Mafters, a"re earneftly exhorted, not only
not to be leis refpectful and obfequious to the latter,

for being their brethren in Chrift, and joint-mem-
bers with them of the fame Communion and

Church, as if they were their equals in every ref-

pect,
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pect, but to fhew, on this very account, in their

readinefs and zeal to ferve them, a fuperior degree
of fubmiffion and obedience to their lawful autho-

rity 5 not confidering thernfelves upon a footing of
natural equality with thofe.whofe Slaves they are,

though entitled at the fame time to all the promiles
and fpiritual franchifes of true Believers.

XII. FROM the tenour of thefe Apoftolic inftruc-

tions, confirmed by many other fimilar declarations

to the fame effect, frequently occurring in the Wri-

tings of the New Teftament, I am naturally led to

deduce the following confequences in fupport of the

licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE.

T. It is then evident from the Doctrine of St.

Paul, that Chriftians, however entitled by Baptifm
to the Spiritual freedom of Children of God, and
Heirs of Heaven, ought yet, when under the yoke
ofhuman bondage or flavery, to confider thernfelves

under the ftrifteft obligation of reverencing the au-

thority of their Matters, even of unbelieving Maf-

ters, and counting them worthy of all honour. i>.it

were the SLAVE-TRADE, or the keeping of our fel-

low-creatures in bondage, unnatural and unjuft, it

could never be faid, that Slaves were under the

leaft obligation in confcience to reverence and obey
an unjuft, an unnatural authority; or that their

Mailers, who, by reducing them to that abjedt con-

dition, had trampled on the Sacred rights of juftice
and humanity, were worthy of all honour, or, in-

deed, of any fhadow of honour, but, on the con-

trary, of all difhonour and reproach.

2. It is likewife evident from the Apoftle's doc-

trine, that, the primitive Chriftians were not only
not forbidden, but exprefsly allowed by the princi-

H 2
'

pies
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pies of our Religion the purchafing of Slaves, and

keeping their fellow-creatures, nay, even their fel-

low-Chriflians, under the yoke of bondage or Sla-

veryj and from the circnmftancebf their Slaves being
fo particularly cautioned not to confider themfelves

on the footing of natural equality with their Maf-

tersj not to defpife them and their authority for

being their equals in all fpiritual attainments and

franchifes, but to fhew, on this very account, a

greater degree of readinefs and alacrity to render

them due fervice, their Mailers are evidently de-

clared to have had a juft and indiiputable claim to

that fervice, as their own lawful property.

XIII. NEITHER can it be faid, that this doftrine,

perhaps, novel to fome of my Readers, which Ti-

mothy is directed to teach and to exhort, was only
the private opinion of St. Paul ; for he declares to

him in exprefs words, that it is a doftrine according
to godlinefs, the very doctrine of Chrift himfelf, and
not to be contradicted by any one, without incurring
the accumulated guilt of pride and folly with a

criminal train of attendants :
" If any man, jays he,

<c teach otherwife, and confent not to wholefome
<c words, even the words of our LORD JESUS
" CHRIST, and to the do&rine, which is according
" to godlinefs, he is proud, knowing nothing, but
cc

doting about queftions, and flrifes of words,
cf whereof cometh envy, ftrife, railings, evil fur-
"

mifings, &c.

XIV. So far then from being true, that there is no-

thing in the Sacred Writings of the New Teilament,
that can be produced in vindication of the SLAVE-

TRADE, the palpable evidence juft produced in jufti-

fication of that Trade from the authentic words of
One
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One of the very principal infpired Authors of thofe

Sacred Writings, muft convince every candid in-

quirer into the merits of the prefent Controverfy,
that, if the SLAVE-TRADE, as demonftiated in the

two preceding Parts, appears fo vifibly warranted

by the Writings of the Old Teftament, the fame is

not lefs evidently authorized, but rather more ex-

plicitly vindicated from every fufpicion of guilt and

immorality by the Writings of the New : for, they
do not only declare in formal words, that the teach-

ing of the licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE, exempli-
fied in the practice of the "Primitive Chriftians, is a

Doftrine according to Godlinejs, and according to

wholefome words, even the words of our LORD JESUS
CHRIST, but they even fligmatize the Teachers of

the contrary doctrine with epithets and appellations
not of the moft pleafing founds.

EPISTLE TO PHILEMON.

XV. PHILEMON, to whom St. Paul addrefles this

affectionate Epiftle was a rich Coloffian, and a

Chriftian of diftinguifhed merit. The character

given of him in the firft part of this Epiftle, repre-
fents him as one of the moft zealous and fervent

Chriftians of his time. His afilduity in promoting
the intereft of Chriftianrty inequality of Fellow-la-

bourer with St. Paul (d), his love and faith towards

the Lordjeftts, and his generous unbounded charity

towards all the faints, or his fellow-Chriftians (/),
whom

(e) Ep. to Phil. v. i. (/) Ibid. v. 5.
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whom he relieved and comforted on all occafions (g),

gained him the confidence, efteem, and afreclion of

the Apoflle and of the whole Church at large (/6).

XVI. THIS Primitive and exemplary Chriftian

had in his fervice one ONESIMUS, a Slave, who, as

it is very ftrongly intimated by St. Paul, having de-

frauded his Mailer of fome part of his property, and

knowing the influence the Apoftle had over him,

eloped from his Mailer's houfe, went to Rome,
where St. Paul "was then in prifon, was converted

by him, and received into the Communion of the

Chriftian Church (/); and having by his good fer-

vices and conducl, gained the Apoftle's favour, he

feems to have prevailed on him to write to his Maft-

er Philemon in his behalf.

XVII. THE Letter, of which ONESIMUS himfelf

appears to have been the bearer, is a mafter-piece
of eloquence, and one of'the fineft compositions
extant in the epiftolary kind. Nothing can be

more tender, more preiTing, more animated and

perfuaiive : entreaties and authority, praifes and re-

commendations, religious motives and motives of

perfonal gratitude and integrity, are moil inimitably
well tempered and allayed together. In fhort, al-

moft every word of this concife Epiftle contains

fome argument or reafon to effed a reconciliation

between Philemon and Onefimus, and to obtain

from the Mailer the readmiilion of his fugitive Slave

into his houfe and fervice.

XVIII. THE following XIV Verfes of this ele-

gant Epiille, which feem to have a more immediate

connexion than the reft with the fubjecl of our pre-
fent

(g] Ibid. v. 7. (h) Ibid. v. 7.

(i) Ibid. v. 10.
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I

lent inquiry, will afford me fufficient matter for

ftich reflections, as will not only confirm the doc-

trine enforced in this SECTION, refpecling the moral

conformity of the SLAVE-TRADE with,the. principles
of the Chriflian Difpenfation,- but prevent me from

proceeding any farther in my SCRIPTURAL RE-
SEARCHES on this interefting fubjecl;.

The -following is a literal tranfcript of the Con-
tents of the Apoftle's Letter to PHILEMON from the

VIII th to the XXIP Verie.

8. Wherefore, though I might be much bold in

Chrift to enjoin thee that which is convenient;

9. Yet, for love's fake, I rather befeech thee, being
fuch a one as Paul the aged, and nowalfo a prifoner
of Jefus Chrift.

10. I befeech thee for my fon Onefimus, whom I.

have begotten in my bonds.

IT. Which in time paft was to thee unprofitable ;

but now profitable to thee and to me ;

12. Whom I have fent again; thou therefore re-

ceive him, that is mine own bowels.

13. Whom I would have retained with me, that

in thy ftead he might have miniftered unto me in

the bonds of the Gofpel.

14. But without thy mind would I do nothing,
that thy benefit Ihould not be, as it were, of necef-

fity, but willingly.

15. For perhaps he therefore departed for a fea-

fon, that thou fhouldeft receive him for ever :

1 6. Not
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16. Not now as a fervant, but above a fervant, a

brother beloved, efpecially to me, but how much
more unto thee, both in the flelh and in the Lord ?

17. If thou count me therefore a partner, re-

ceive him as myfelf.

1 8. If he hath wronged thee, or oweth thee aught,

put that on mine account.

19. I Paul have written it with my own hand, I

will repay it : albeit I do not fay to thee, how thou
oweft unto me even thine own felf befides :

20. Yea, Brother, let me have joy of thee in the

Lord 3 refrefh my bowels in the Lord.

21. Having confidence in thy obedience, I wrote

unto thee, knowing that thou wilt alfo do more than

I fay.

XIX. THE following obvious remarks, adapted
to the fubjecl: of our prefent inquiry refpecting the

moral licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE, feem naturally
to arife from the tenour of this facred portion of

Scripture.

i. The Apoftle declares in the firft place, that,

were he to act in the plenitude of his Apoftolic Com-
miffion and Authority, without any regard to the

dictates of his love and friendfhip for Philemon, he

would not ufe the ftyle of ,a fuppliant, as he does,

but would peremptorily enjoin him to receive his

fugitive Slave into his houfe and fervice, which he

is bound to do in decency and duty: the word Con-

venient in the original has both thefe meanings.
From which declaration it evidently follows, that

the Apoftle was fo far from thinking, that Phile-

mon had acted wrong or tinjuftly in keeping Onefi-

mus
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mus in bondage) when yet an unbeliever, that he

allures him, on the contrary, he would act in oppo-
fition to his duty, orunjuftly, in not receiving him

again, when baptized, into his houfe and fervice.

2. This declaration acquires a fuperio^ degree bf
force from the circumflance he fubjoins to his re-

queft, as a powerful inducement for Philemon to

receive him again into his fervice. This circum-

ftance, alluding to the name of ONESIMUS, which
in Greek is the fame as PROFITABLE, is both beau-

tiful and interefting. The Apoftle owns without

difguife, that Onefimus in time paft had certainly
been an unprofitable, or, in Scripture language, a
bad Servant () : but, as he could now aflure Phile-

mon, that he was quite reclaimed, and become pro-

fitable to both, he earneftly folicits his readmiflion,
in order that he may be enabled to make amends
for his pad negligence and inattention to his fervice

by his future diligence and afliduity. It was then

Onefimus's duty to have been ufeful and. profitable
to his Matter Philemon, whilft under the yoke of
fervitude ; and it was an act of manifefl injuftice in

him to have been unprofitable and of no fervice.

Philemon then had a juft and undoubted right to the

fervice of Onefimus, as his Slave ; or elfe Onefimus
could never have been taxed by the Apoftle with

acting the part of an unprofitable or badfervant, or
with any pcrfonal injuftice for neglecting a fervice,

which Philemon had no right or title to demand.

3. Again: to convince Philemon, how much
Onefimus was changed for the better fmce his elope-

ment, and the great reformation that his converfion

to Chriftianity had wrought in his morals and con-

I duct,

(*) Matt, c, 35* T. 30.
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duct, he tells him, how much he was inclined hini-

felf to keep him in his own iervice; intimating to

him in this delicate and gentle manner, that he could

have no objection to receive again into his fervice a

perfon fo well qualified as Oneiimus was then, to be

an Apoftle's fervant : and he allures him further,

that the only reafon that has prevented him from

indulging his inclination to detain him, has been

his not having had his leave and confent for fo

doing: without which, fays he, he would never at-

tempt to deprive him af his Slave. From this de-

claration it appears in the ftrongert light,, how very
facred and inviolable the acquired rights of Mailers

over their Slaves, even of Chriftian Mafters and

Slaves, were held by St. Paul, who would not by
any means deprive Philemon of Onefimus, how-
ever ufeful the latter was to him at that time, and

whatever afcendency he had over his Mailer, with-

out having firft obtained his exprefs approbation
and confent : he would then, fays he, receive One-
fimus as a benefit perfectly gratuitous, as a free and

voluntary gift made to him by Philemon of fo va-

luable a part of his property.

4. Till he obtains this confent, he fends Onefimus
back to his lawful Mailer, entreating him in the

moft prefTing and affectionate manner, to ufe him
with all poflible tendernefs and regard : to confider

him now as a member of the Communion of the

true believers, and confequently not in the charac-

ter of a common menial Slave, but as his own bro-

ther in Chrift, though ftill his property according to

the flefo, which to him particularly ought to be

dearer than ever, as being now confecrated to God.
And left Philemon ihould infift on Onefimus

making
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making due fatisfa6tion for having defrauded him
of his time, or other property, and Ihould, on that

account, ufe him with feverity, the Apoftle engages
to make him full reparation, and becomes himfelf

refyonfible for the whole : which is a manifeft ac-

knowledgement of Philemon's right, as the lawful

Matter of Onefimus, to inflict due punifhment on

his SLAVE.

XX. FROM thefe obfervations, fo naturally flow-

ing from the contents of the Apoftle's letter to Phi-

lemon, thefe two neceffary confequences feem as

naturally to follow.

i. Had St. Paul, who had been inftrufted in the

principles of the Chriftian Religion, not by men,
but immediately by Chrift himfelf (/), whofe chofen

vejjel he was to bear his name before the Gentiles, and

Kings, and the Children of IJrael (7%), been taught

by his Divine Matter, that the SLAVE-TRADE, or the

purchafmg of Slaves, or keeping thofe already pur-
chafed in fervitude or bondage, was an unnatural,

iniquitous purfuit, contrary to the Spirit of his Re-

ligion, he would have certainly addrefled himfelf to

Philemon in a very different ftyle from that of his

prefent Letter ; and, inftead of acting the part of a

Suppliant, the part of an interceffor and Mediator,
as he does, in foliciting of him the re-admifllon of

a fugitive Slave, he would have afTumed the ftyle

and tone of a Mailer; would have feverely con-

demned the unjuftifiable conduct of Philemon in

detaining him in criminal bondage, contrary to the

Laws of his holy Religion, would not have fuffered

him to return to his unnatural Matter Philemon,

cfpecially after he had converted him to Chriftianity,
I 2 and

(/) Galatians, c. I. T. i. (w) Acts, c. 9. v. 15.
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and entitled him by Baptifm to the glorious fran-

chifes and liberty of the Children of God, and

would not have ftood on complimentary ceremonies,

finding him ufeful in his actual ilate ofconfinement,
to retain him in his miniftry, without afking his

pretended Matter's leave, or without his confent.

This, I am confident, would have been the lan-

guage and conduct of the Apoftle, had he been

taught by his Divine Matter, that the principles
and doctrine of the Gofpel, he was commiflioned to

preach, were in direct oppofition to the practice of

the SLAVE-TRADE, to the practice of purchafing
Slaves, or keeping thofe already purchafed in bon-

dage or flavery.

2. But, fince the Apoftle, conformably to the

inftructions he had received from his Lord and Maf-
ter JESUS CHRIST, refpecting every part of a Chrif-

tian's duty, exprefTes himfelf in this Epiftle, as well

as in every other, where he fpeaks on this much
mifreprefented fubject, in terms and language dia-

metrically oppofite to the fentiments juft mentioned;
we are forced to conclude, that, fince Philemon, as

well as many other Primitive Chriftians, cotempo-
rary with the Apoftles of Chrift, and firft Teachers
of Chriftianity, kept Slaves, even Chriftian Slaves,
in their fervice, in the very face of the whole

Church, and with the approbation and knowledge
of the primitive Apoftles and Difciples of Chrift, as

has been demonftrated from fome of the cleared

teftimonies of the New Teftament, the nature of the

SLAVE-TRADE being fo vifibly authorized by the

pofitive fanction of thofe Sacred Writings, muft be

eflentially juft and lawful in its principles, and per-

fectly canfonant to thofe of the Chriftian Law.

XXI. EVIDENT



[ 69 ]

XXI. EVIDENT as this concluiion appears from

the Scriptural arguments enforced in the courfe of

this SECTION, I cannot clofe the fubjeft of thefe

RESEARCHES without taking fome notice of what, I

apprehend, will be objected againft it from the

Words of our Blefied Saviour in his divine Sermon
on the Mount, which in the VIII th Number of this

Seftion I declared with particular ftrefs to contain

nothing againft the licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE.
The words, here alluded to, will, I prefume, be

thus retorted againft it.

All things whatfoever, fays our blefled Saviour,

ye would tbat men jhould do to you, do ye even Jo to

them -, for this is the Law and the Prophets (n) :

whatsoever things therefore we would not, that men
fhould do to us, we are not even fo to do to them ;

but no perfon whatever would certainly wifh, that a

fellow-creature Ihould reduce him to the condition

of a Slave : therefore no perfon whatever is to re-

duce a fellow-creature to that condition.

XXII. HERE again I muft obferve, that no one

can juftly tax me with any partiality to the Caufe I

have efpoufed : I have, I think, worded the argu-
ment againft it in terms as forcible, as the moft
zealous advocate for African Liberty, could ufe.

But unanfwerable as the fame may appear to them,
it is but a plaufible argument at the beft.

It is an Axiom in LOGIC, that An argument that

froves too much, froves nothing: the above is juft
fuch a one : for, by the fame manner of reafoning,
one might equally conclude, contrary to the Law
and the Prophets, and the doftrine of the Chriftian

Religion

() Matt. c 7. v. 12.
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Religion, that not only Slavery, but every other

kind of fubordination of one man to another,

ought not to be fuffcred to continue in the World.
The argument, if conclufive in the former cafe,

muft be -equally fo in the latter : I enforce it thus :

All things wbatfcevei'). fays our biefied Saviour,

ye would that men fnQuid do to you, do ye even Jo to

them-, for ibis is the Law and -the Profbets : what-

foeyer things therefore we would not that men
fhould do to us, we are not even fo to do to them ;

but every perfon would naturally widi not to be con-

trolled by a fellow-creature, not to be under any

l.ubjeclion to him, but to be abfolute mafter of his

own actions ; no perfon therefore ought to keep a

fellow-creature under any control or fubjection
whatever.

XXIII. SUCH is the confequence of wrefling the

natural and obvious meaning of the maxims of

Scripture, and applying them to purpofes incon-

fifbent with Scripture itfelf. The GOLDEN MAXIM
of our Divine Mailer, comprehending in two words
the whole perfection of a Chriftian, was certainly
intended by him for all ftations in life, for of fuch

was his Church to confift to the end of time : from
the Throne to the Cottage, in every walk of life,

in bondage or at liberty, every Chriftian is taught
and directed To DO UNTO OTHERS, AS HE WOULD
BE DONE UNTO; and, .by a necefTary confequence,
NOT TO DO UNTO OTHERS, AS HE WOULD NOT BE

DONE UNTO : that is, every Chriftian is commanded
to behave to his neighbour, in whatever fituation

or circumftances of life Providence may have placed
them both, juft as he would wifh his neighbour
would behave to him in his fituation, were his neigh-

bour's



hour's fituation and circumftances his owm : fo that,

to apply the MAXIM to a particular Cafe (even the

Cafe in queilion), no Chriitian Mailer can be faid

to do unto others as he would be done unto y unlefs he
behaves to his Slave with the fame tendernefs, juf-

tice, and humanity, as he would wiih his Slave

would behave to him, were the Slave hi-s Mailer,
and himfelf the Slave; and, upon the fame prin-

ciple, no Slave can be faid to do unto others as he

would be done unto^ unlefs he ferves his Mailer with

the fame fidelity fubmiffion, and refpecl, which he
would expe<ft from his Mafter, were the latter his

Slave, and himfelf the Mailer.

XXIV. "THE GOLDEN MAXIM then, of DOING
UNTO OTHERS, AS WE WOULD BE DONE UNTO, is fo

far from condemning in the mod diitant manner the

profecution of the SLAVE-TRADE, that, when ap-

plied to the Cafe of Chriilian Mailers and their

Slaves, it ierves, on the contrary, to enforce their

reciprocal duties in their different fpheres of life.

Neither could it be otherwife, feeing, that the fame
Divine Authority, on which the truth of the above
MAXIM is founded, has fo frequently given his fanc-

tion in the Writings of both the Teflaments to the
licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE.

XXV., I HAVE now, I think, verified in its full

extent, the affertion I engaged to prove in the

Title-page; that thefe SCRIPTURAL RESEARCHES
on the licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE, would ihew
the moral conformity of that Trade with the Prin-

ciples of Natural and Revealed Religion delineated

in the Sacred Writings of the WORD of GOD : and
as I prefixed to the Whole certain Pofitions or DATA,
en the truth of which the undeniable religious cer-

tainty
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tainty of that moral conformity is entirely founded,
fo I fhall now annex to the whole a few COROLLA-
RIES or Confequences, which, from their neceffary

dependance on the former DATA, muft convince

every religious and candid Reader of the neceffity
of acquiefcing in the Scriptural Dofltrine enforced

in thefe RESEARCHES*

COROLLARIES.
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X- -I * *- -x

COROLLARIES.
>

SINCE the Sacred Writings of the HOLY BIBLI
contain the unerring Decifions of the WORD of

GOD, the Authority of which in both the Tefta-

ments is founded on the eflential veracity of God,
who is TRUTH itfelf ; it follows neceflarily, that, as

there can be no prefcription againft that Authority,

which, in the feveral paffages quoted in the feries

of the foregoing RESEARCHES, has pofitively de-

clared, that the SLAVE-TRADE is intrinfically good
and licit, this, by a neceflary confequence, muft
be eflentially fo in its own nature, however contrary
fuch declarations may be to the received opinion of
fame men for any length of time.

II.

SINCE the Supreme Legislator of the World is

infinitely juft and wife in all his Decifions refpecting

Right and Wrong^ and is no ways accountable to

his creatures for the realbns of his conduit in the

government of the World ; fo it muft be a degree
of preemption highly criminal in any creature to

refufe aflfent to thofe particular Decifions, by which
he has fo pofitively declared the intrinfic licitnefs of
the SLAVE-TRADE, only becaufe he cannot account

for that impartial juftice, which characterifes every
K Decifion
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Decifion of God, from thofe hidden principles of

Eternal Juftice, incomprehenfible to him, which

induced the Almighty to eftablifh in the World that

fubordinate (late of abiblute fubjec~tion of fome of

his rational Creatures to others.

UL;

SINCE no perfon can be fuppofed to acknowledge
in fact, that the HOLY SCRIPTURES are the unerring
WORD of GOD, unlefs he acquiefces without referve

in every Scriptural Decifion, however incomprehen-
fibk the reafons and motives of thofe Decifions may
be to him,- -;and that on no other account, but be-

caufe he believes them to be the Declarations ofGod,
who, being TRUTH itfelf, can neither err himfelf,

nor lead any one into error ; it follows necefTdrily,
that whoever does not acquiefce in thofe Scriptural

Decifions, quoted in the feries of the foregoing RE-

SEARCHES, declaring in formal Words the licitnefs

of the SLAVE-TRADE, cannot be faid to acknow-

ledge in fact, that the HOLY SCRIPTURES are the un-

erring WORD of GOD.

IV.

SINCE not only one, but feveral Decifions of the

Written WORD of GOD, as appears from the fore-

going RESEARCHES, give a pofitive fanction to the
licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE; it is not from the

principle of private or National advantages attend-

ing the profecution of it, which can never affect the
intrinfic nature of any human purfuit, that any one
is to believe, that the SLAVE-TRADE is intrinfically

juft
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juft and lawful ih the ftrifteft

from the incontroviemble Veracity of the' Written

WORD of GOD, whofe Decisions they arc, and Wno
is

eflfentially incompatible with the -lekft degree of

injuftice.

V.

SINCE no abufes or malpractices whatever, com-
mitted in the profecution of a lawful purfuit, can

ever alter the intrinfic licitnefs of it j there being no

other arguments, that can be produced againft the

SLAVE-TRADE, butfuch as are built on the ftrength
of fuch abufes as are laid to be perpetrated in the

profecution of it ; no arguments whatever will ever

evince any intrinfic moral turpitude in its Nature,
fo explicitly declared juft and lawful in the Sacred

Writings of the WORD of GOD, notwithftanding
the many abufes to which it was formerly fubjecl:,

and were formerly practifed, as well as now.

VI..

SINCE no abufes or malpractices whatever,

though of the greateft magnitude, committed in

former times in the profecution of the SLAVE-

TRADE (#), ever induced the Almighty to pro-
hibit or abolifh that Trade, but only to check by
wh'6lfc&fhe and coercive Laws the violence of un-

natural Mailers (), and to punifh the tranfgreflbrs

with the greateft feverity (/) ; there appears no rea-

K 2 fon

(a) Gen. 35. zz. Exod. ai, 8, 16 ao, z6, 27. Levit. 19. ao.

Jerem. 34. v. 818. (b) Exod. 21. v. 7, la, 16, ao, ai, a6, a7.

Levit. 19. v. ao, ax, aa. Ibid,^. v. 39--43 (c) Jerem. c, 34. v. I7aa.
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fon whatever, why the abufes and malpractices faid

to be perpetrated in our days in the profecution of

the fame Trade, evidently fubject to the control of

the Legiflature, fhould be deemed a powerful in-

ducement to proceed tcx the abolition of it.

SECTION
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SECTION IV.

Scriptural Directionsfor tbeproper treatment of Slaves,

enforced by Jome exemplary punifhments injtifted on

unnatural Majlers by Divine vindictive Jujlice.

I. AT^HE very title of this Section does fuffici-

X ently inform the Reader, that the Directions

I mean to fuggeit for the treatment of Slaves, can-

not be fuppofed to compofe any regular Code or

Syftem of Civil Legiflation : I have neither leifure,

abilities, or, indeed, fufficient information of the

Colonial Eftablifnments in the Weft Indies, and of

the feveral modes of purfuing the SLAVE-TRADE in

the different parts of the Coafl of Africa, for at-

tempting the tafk with the Jeaft profpect of fuccefs.

An attempt of this nature would neceflarily divert

me, and that very fruitlefsly, from the Theological

path of information I have traced to myfelf, as being
the only one, where I can venture with fafety in

confort with the Word of God.

Within the boundaries of this facred path, I fhall

now prelent the Reader with a feries of fuch Scrip-
tural Directions, as may ferve, if properly attended

to, not only to inftruct the Conductors and Proprie-
tors of Slaves, how to regulate their deportment
towards that ufeful defcription of our fellow-crea-

tures, but effectually to deter thern^ unlefs given
over
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over to a reprobate mind (a}, from ever fwerving by
any acts of wanton defpotifm and oppreiTion from
the facred bounds of that delegated authority, with
which they are entruftedonly for a time.

Relative DUTIES ^MASTERS to their

SLAVTS.

II, ALL the particular, duties of indifpenfable ob-

ligation, which every Slave has a natural right to

expect and demand from his lawful Matter, may be

eafily clafTed under thefe two great general duties,

JUSTICE and HUMANITY. Religion, and a proper

fupply of all the neceifaries of life, are effential du-

ties of Juflice : moderation in work, and temper in

correction, are indifpenfable duties of Humanity.

III. THE moment a perfon becomes the lawful

Matter of a Slave, he becomes refponfible to God
for the ufe of that authority, with which he is in-

vetted. By this inveftiture, which he holds from

God, whofe vifible Subftitute he is to his Slave (),
he contracts the ftri&eft obligation in confcience to

perform on his part fuch relative duties of, Juftice
and Humanity, as are infeparably annexed to his

facred truft, and which he cannot refufe to his

Slave, without incurring the guilt of apoftacy from

the Chriftian Faith, and becoming worfe than a

heathen : for, If any, fays the Apoftle, provide nof

for his own, and especially for thofe ef bis own boufey

he hath denied the Faith> and is worfe than an in-

(a) Rom. c. 1. v. aS. (b) Eph. c. 6. w. 5, 7. (c) I Tim. c. 5. v. 8.
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The fin of apoftacy, with which a Mailer's ne-

glect
in providing for thofe of his own houfe, is here

taxed by St. Paul, does evidently imply, that the

provifion he is fo ftrictly bound in juilice to make
for every one in his fervice, emptitious or otherwife

(admitting, for the prefent, the latter defcription of

clomeftic Servants to have exifced at Ephefus in

the Apoille's time), is of a religious nature, and an

effential branch of that comprehenfive Virtue,

called by Divines the VIRTUE OF RELIGION, which,
from the binding nature of the two Great Com-
mandments, on which hang all the Law and the

Prophets (*/), exacts from every Chriilian, as a ge-
neral duty incumbent on all,to be occafionally inf-

trumental in promoting the advancement of Re-

ligion ; and, from the facrednefs of that parental
dominion over thofe of his own houfe, which is

veiled in every Mailer of Slaves, lays the flricteil

obligation upon them to afford their bond-iVrvants

all the neceffary means for working out their falva-

tion, under pain of forfeiting every claim to their

own.

IV. THE very firft duty then, that every Chrif-

tian Mailer of Slaves educated in the fchool of

Paganifm, is indifpenfably bound in juilice to dif-

charge, is to procure them fuch religious informa-

tion of the principles of Chriilianity, as may enable

them to cvme unto the knowledge of the truth
(<?), to

forfake the errors of their idolatrous Worihip, to

know the adorable Perfon of their Redeemer and
Saviour Jefus Chriil, who gave himjelf a ranfom for
all (/)j bond as well as free, Slaves as well as Maf-

ters, and to acquire fuch competent knowledge of

the

(<0 Matt. c. aa, vv. 3641. (e) i Tim. c, z, v. 4. (/) Ibid. v. 6.



the elments of the Chriftian Faith, of the nature

of thofe folemn engagements and vows, which are

made in the Sacrament of Regeneration, and of the

hopes and promifcs of the Gofpel, as may convince

them of the neceflity of becoming partakers of the

Isnejit of Chrift's Redemption (g), by means of the

expiatory waters of the Sacrament of Baptifm ().
V. THAT this religious provifion is the firfl efien-

tial duty of every Mailer of Slaves, is evidently inti-

mated in the Sacred Writings of the Word of God;
where it is exj.refbly mentioned, that, when the Al-

mighty made his Holy Covenant with Abraham and

his posterity, and infdtuted the fo^mn Rite of Cir-

cumcifion, the type and figure of our Baptifm, he

made the circumcifmg of Slaves, and admitting
them by that means to the participation of their

privileges, as Children of God and members of his

Church, an effential condition of that Covenant, a

neceflary term of falvation, and an indifpenfable

part of the Mailer's duty to his Slaves.

ct This is my Covenant, Jaid the Almighty to

cc
<#braham) which ye ihall keep between me and

ff
you, and thy feed after thee : every man-child

"
among you fhall be circumcifed 5 and ye fhall

tf circumcife the flefh of your fore-fkin, and it

" fhall be a token of the Covenant betwixt me and
Cf

you. And he, that is eight days old, fhall be
" circumcifed among you ; every man-child in your
cr

generations, he that is born in the houfe, or
"

bought with money of any ftranger, which is not
cc of thy feed. He that is born in thy houfe, and
" be that is bought with money, mufl needs be cir-
" cumcifed : an'd my Covenant fhall be in your

cc
flefti,

(g] i Tim. c, 6. v. ^. (t>) Mark, c. 16. v. 16.
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<c flefh for an everlafting Covenant, And the un-
cc circumcifed man-child, whofe rlefh of his fore-
cc (kin is not circumcifed, that foul ihall be cut off
" from his people : he hath broken my Cove-

nant"^).

Accordingly, we find in the fequel, that no
fooner the Holy Patriarch was informed of fo ef-

fential a part of his duty to his Slaves, but complied
without delay with the Almighty's command : for
" He took Iftimael his fon, and all that were born
tc in his houfe, and all that were bought with his
"

money, every male among the men of Abraham's
"

houfe, and circumcifed the flefh of their fore-
" (kin in the felf-fame day, as God had faid unto

VI. THIS act of Abraham's initiating his Slaves

with the reft of his Family, by the exprefs com-
mand of God, into his Church, ought to be con-

fidered by all Chriftian Mailers, who have any pre-
tenfions to Religion, as a precedent of that religious

provifion, which they are equally bound in juftice
to make for their Slaves, by initiating them into

the Church of Chrift: for, if Abraham, as the

Apoftle declares,
" received the fign of Circumci-

"
fion, a feal of the righteoufnefs of the Faith,

<c which he had yet being uncircumcifed, that he
<f

might be the Father of all them that believe,
<f

though they be not circumcifed, and the Father
" of Circumcifion to them who are not of the Cir-
" cumcifion only, but alfo walk in the fteps of that
cc faith of our Father Abraham, which he had being
"

yet uncircumcifed"(f), no Chriftian Matter can

ever claim the lead title to this fpiritual filiation, in-

L dilpenfabJy

{*) Gtn. c. 17. TV. 10-15. () Ibid 17. v. 43. ( c ) Rpni. c. 4. w, n. 12.



difpenfably necefTary to falvation, unlefs he walks
in the ileps of that Father of the Faithful, by pro-
viding, as a Mailer, for the fpiritual welfare of his

Slaves, as did Abraham, in the fame capacity, for

his own.

VII. BUT a Chriflian Matter would make a very

inadequate religious provifion for his Slaves, were
he to reft fatisfied with barely initiating them into

the New Covenant, and leaving them afterwards

deftitute of every other religious affiftance for ful-

filling thofe folemn engagements, which they made
at the facred Font, and expofing them by that means
to the certain danger of prophaning the facred cha-

racter of Chriftians, and thus bringing upon them-
felves an additional weight of guilt and punifh-
ment: for, in the language of St., Peter,

cc
If, after

"
they have efcaped the pollutions of the world,

C

through the knowledge of our Lord and Saviour
"

Jefus Chrift, they are again entangled therein,
cc and overcome, the latter end is worfe with them
cc than the beginning j for it had been better for
Cf them not to have known the way of righteouf-
cc

nefs, than, after they have known it, to turn
cc from the holy commandment delivered unto

VIII. IT is a principle of the Chriftian Religion,
inculcated in innumerable places of the New Tefta-

ment, that Baptifm in the New Law makes every

Neophyte, as did Circumcifion in the Old, a debtor

to do the whole Law (e). Whence it follows necef-

farily, that as it is the duty of every Chriflian

Slave to do the whole Law, fo it muft be the duty
of every Chriftian Mafter to fee that they do it j and

confequentiy to enable them to perform all fuch re-

ligious

(d) 2. Pet. c. 2. w. 20, 21. (e) Galat. c. 5. y 3.
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Hgious duties, as they are bound to perform to make
their calling and election Jure (/); to pay the ftrifteft

attention to their morals; and, above all, to fhew
them in their own religious deportment an exemplar
of every chriftian virtue, and an abhorrence ofevery
vice. Without the concurrence of this laft moft
effectual mode of inftru&ion, which, indeed, is one
of the moft principal parts of that religious provi-
fion, which every Mailer i bound in juftice to make
for his Slaves, no Mafter will ever difcharge in the

fight of God the obligations of his facred truft, and
the debt of juftice he owes to them, however at-

tentive he may be in every other refpedt to their

Ipiritual welfare.

IX. THAT the Mafters fidelity in procuring to

their Slaves, already initiated into facred Fold, this

moft efTential provifion, is a debt not only of the

ftri&eft obligation in confcience, but fuch, as, when

faithfully difcharged, will infure to them the favour

and protection of God, appears evident in the cafe

of Abraham, from the reafon affigned by the Al-

mighty for the profperity that attended that Holy
Patriarch and his Race. Abraham, faid the Lord,

jhalljurely become a great and mighty nation, and all

the nations of the earth jhall be bleffed in him : for I
know him, that he will command his children, and his

houjhold after him (a confiderable number of which

latter description were certainly his Slaves (g), and

they jhall keep the way of the Lovd, to do juftice and

judgement, that the Lord may bring upon Abraham,
that which he hath fpoken of him (). Where it is

very obfervable, that it was not the bare religious

initiation of his Slaves with the reft of his Family,
L 2 that

(/) 2. Pet. c. i. v. 10. (g) Gen. 17. v. 23-.

(b) Gen. c. i8.w. 18, 19.
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that infured to Abraham and his pofterity the partr-

cular prote&ion of God, (a circumftance not even

hinted at in the Almighty's declaration, though im-

mediately prior to it), but the unremitted care the

Patriarch took afterwards, that they Jhould keep the

way of the Lord, into which he had initiated them.

Now, as a convincing proof, that his care and at-

tention to the morals and religious conduct of his

Slaves, as well as the reftof his Family, was to be enfor-

ced by his own perfonal example in the practice of

every religious duty,we are informed in the ieries of the

facred Page, that the very blefling promifed to Abra-

ham and his pofterity in the above declaration of

God, was ultimately depending on Abraham him-

felf performing, as a Mafter, what he, in that ca-

pacity, enjoined his children and bond-fervants to

perform : for, In thy feed, faid the Almighty to his

fon Ifaac, foon after his Father's death, Jball all the

nations of the earth be ble/cd 5 becauje that Abraham

obeyedmy voice, and kept my charge, my commandmentl

s,

my ftatutes, and my laws, (t). Where it is evident,

that the accomplishment of the Almighty's promife
to Abraham depended ultimately on Abraham teach-

ing his Family to keep the way of the Lord, by keep-

ing it himfelf, or enforcing by the example of his

own practice what he commanded them by word of

mouth.

X. IN effect, a Chriftian Mafter of Slaves, who
does not ftrengthen by perfonal example the religi-

ous /iftru&ions, he has either given or procured to

them, does not only difhonour in practice the ob-

ject of his worfhip, by difowning in fact the necef-

fity of performing fuch duties, as he^has taught them
to

(i) Ceo* c. 26. vr. 4, 5*
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to believe are indifpenfably necefiary to falvation (),
bur does alfo enhance nis own guilt by putting a

(tumbling-block, or an occafion to fall in their way
(/). And, indeed; if, according to the awful decla-

ration of the Son of God, the fin of drawing others

from their allegiance to him by bad example, the

fin of offending one of the little ones that believe in

him, even when committed by an indifferent perfon,
be fo very heinous in the fight of God, that it were

better for him, that a milftone were hanged about his

necky and he were caft into thefea (m) ; what an ac-

cumulation of guilt and punifhment muft not the

fame bring on thofe irreligious Mafters of Chriftian

Slaves, who, bound by the moft facred ties of Re-

ligion and confcience to promote the eternal wel-

fare of their little ones, who have believed in Chrift,

and provoke them to good works (n) by their own per-
fonal example in the practice of every religious duty,

do, on the contrary, by their fcandalous, immoral,
and profligate lives, put fo many (tumbling- blocks

or occafions to fall in their way, teach them a prac-
tical contempt of the Gofpel they poflefs, and, by
thus corrupting the innocence of their hearts, impi-

oufly rob the Son of God of the fruits of his Re-

demption ? For, if he that defpifed Mofes's law, by
an open prophanatkm of it, died without mercy, un-

der two or three witnejfes ; of how muchforer punijh-
ment ought we ,iot tofuppojeJhall he be thoughtworthyy

whoy by an habitual pra&ice of infidelity and vice,

and any open violation of every precept of the Gof-

pel, both neceflarily tending to the fpiritual ruin of

thofe, with whofe falvation he is fo particularly en-

trufted, treads under foot the Son of God> counts the

blood

(*) Rom. c. 2. w. 17, 25,

(/) Rom* c. 14. v. 13. (m) Mark, c. 9. 7.42

(n) Hebr. c. 10. v. 24.
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blood of the Covenant, wherewith he was fanffified,
an unholy thing, and doth dejpite unto the fpirit of

grace? (0)

XT. THIS moft ferious, as well as moft alarming
conclufion, is equally, if not perhaps more perfon-

ally, applicable to thofe pretended Chriftians, Mail-
ers of Slaves, who, from a fettled difregard to every

principle of religion and juftice, or from, I know
not, what miftaken motive of felf-intereft, withhold

from their Slaves the falutary waters of Baptifm,
and fuffer them to live and die in a ftate of abfolute

alienation from their Creator and Redeemer, and

confeqnently deltitute of every hope and comfort of

a better World. Such criminal and faithlefs Maft-

ers may, with the utmoft propriety, be faid to tread

under 'foot the Son of God, to count the blood of the

Covenant an unholy thing, and to do defpite unto the

Jpirit of grace ; becaule, by the very a<ft of depri-

ving their Slaves of the very means by which thef
can become partakers of the infinite merits of their

Divine Redeemer, ofthe ineftimable benefit of his

precious blood, and of the fanctifying grace of the

Holy Spirit, they counteract the gracious defign of

the Son of God, flop the facred ftre'am of his Re-

demption, and impiofly refift the Holy Ghoft Q>), by

oppofing the communication of his grace.

Neither is this accumulated fin of impiety miti-

gated, but rather heightened, in point of guilt,

when, from a miftaken principle of felf-intereft, a

Mafter withholds from his Slaves the fource offal-

vation and life eternal ; becaufe, were it even fo,

which daily experience contradicts, that his tempo-
ral intereft in the fervice of his Slaves would fuffer

() Hebr. c. 10. w. 28, 29. (/>) Afts, c, 7. v. 51
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by their converfion to Chriftianity, {till nothing
could excufe, but every thing would contribute to

enhance, the Matter's impiety in preferring, againft

conviction, the fordid emoluments of his avarice to

their eternal welfare ; which being his firft and prin-

cipal duty to promote, he cannot withhold it from
them without becoming hiinfelf unworthy of ever-

lajiing life (q).

XII. I SAID, that no motive of felf-intereft, pro-

perly confidered, can ever induce a Mafter to fuf-

fer his Slaves to live in a ftate of infidelity, whilft

in his fervice. It will be eafily granted, I believe,

that the mod irreligious Mafter in the World will

think his intereft moft fecure, when he is ferved by
perfons, who, from a principle of religion and con-

icience, confider his fervice as a part of their duty
to God, and themfelves accountable to him in the

end for every wilful neglect in the performance of

it. This practical pofition once granted, it is not

eafy to conceive, what real motive of felf-intereft

can ever influence a Matter's conduct in withholding
from his Slaves the very means, by which alone they
can be taught to confider his fervice, not as an un-

due tyrannical tafk, extorted from them by compul-
fion and dread of punifhment, as they will naturally
do whilft in the ftate of the groiTeft ignorance and

infidelity, but as an eflential part of their duty to

God, and a debt of ftrict juftice to their Mafter^
which they are bound to discharge with xhe utmoft

fidelity, under pain of incurring the difpleafure of

theij^heavenly Mafter and Sovereign Judge-

Yes : experience, daily, experience, in the prac-
tice of other Powers, is abundantly fufficient to

(hew,

(? ) Afls, c. 13. v. 46. *
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fhew, that it is the Mailer's real interefl, as it is his

indifpenfable duty, to life every exertion in his pow-
er to initiate his Slaves into the Covenant of Salva-

tion; and to inftil into their tender minds fuch prin-

ciples of duty to God, as their Creator, their Re-
deemer, and their Judge ; fuch fentiments of fide-

lity and fubmiflion to his commands, and of Chrif-

tiun fubordination to their temporal fuperiors, as

v/ill neceflarily actuate the principle of their con-

duel in every part of that fervice which is. required
ofthem, and which, from a principle of religion
and confcience, they will both faithfullv and cheer-

fully difcharge to the fuperior intereil of the Ma-
iler.

XIII. THE palpable evidence of this train of re-

ligious arguments, evincing the necefliity of Maf-
ters providing for the eternal welfare of their Slaves,
will appear in a llronger light by reflecting a little

on the nature of that indifpenfable obligation incum-
bent on every Mafler to provide for their temporal

fupport : a fecond Duty of the ilridlefl juilice, which

every Slave has a natural right to expect and de-

mand from his lawful Mailer.

Every Chriilian knows, that the labourer is wor-

thy of his hire or reward (r), and that to defraud

him of it is a crying fin (.r). It matters not, whe-
ther the Labourer be bond or free, or the hire be

explicitly or tacitly ilipulated for by contract or

otherwife : thefe are circumftances, that can by no
means affect either the Labourer's right or the Maf-
ter's obligation. Labour and Hire (call it pay,

keep, wages, reward, &c.) are correlative terms :

labour implies a juil pay in return, and this is due
in

(r) Luke, c. xo. T. 7. i Tim. c. 5. v. 18. |i) Jaraei, c, 5* v, 4-
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in exchange for labour : nor will any accidental dif-

tindtion of free, hired, or bond fervitude, temporary
or perpetual, make any diilerence in the jmiice of

this reciprocal exchange, however it may affecl the

manner of exchanging the one for the other. Yes:

all Servants, of whatever defcription they may be,
are fo jullly entitled to an equitable remuneration
for their labour, that to withhold it from them, or

to defraud them of any part of it, is conftantly re-

prefented in the Sacred Writings as one of thofe ex-

ecrable abominations in the fight of God, that cry
aloud for vengeance to the Throne of that righteous

Judge, to whom vengeance belongs. (a)

XIV. WHAT is fo juftly, fo ftrictly due to Ser-

vants in general, is, on feveral accounts, more par-

ticularly the natural portion and property of Bond-
fervants or Slaves. Their fituation, of all others,

has the jufteil claim to an ample fupply of all the

necerTaries of life. Their health and flrength,
their whole time and labour, their very wills and

liberties are entirely at the difcretion of their Mafr
ters ; all are fubfervient to the advancement of their

intereft. Debarred themfelves from every pleafure
or indulgence, but fuch as muft necefTarily depend
on the will of a foreign Matter, they are the very
inftruments and means, by which the latter enjoys
the pleafures and conveniencies of life, and lives in

opulence and plenty. Unable, in fine, to better

their condition, even as a fubordinate one, by the

choice or change of a Mailer, or of an eafier fervi-

tude, they are obliged to ferve, and ferve for life,

fuch as they may never like ; and yet fuch, as they
can never quit, without expofing themfelves to the

M utmoft

() Deut. c. 31. v. 35. Rom.c. 12. v. 19. Heb. c. 10. v. 30.
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utmoft rifk of rendering their fervitude more un-

happy, or hazarding their very exiftence. Thefe, I

am confident, are titles of that prefTing nature, in-

herent to the condition of Slaves, as muft convince

every Matter, who has the lead fenfe or fentiment of

juftice, that Slaves, of all others, have the ftrongeft
claim to an ample, or even a generous, fupply of

fuch neceflaries, I had almoft faid Conveniencies3 of

life, as their labour enables him to difpenfe.

XV. IT was undoubtedly on the ftrength of thefe

or the like moft unqueftionable titles, that St. Paul

fo earneftly exhorted the Colofiian Mafters of Slaves

(for no other defcription of domeflic Servants ap-

pears to have exifted in Phrygia in the Apoftle's

time) to the ftri&eft return of commutative juftice.

Mafters, fays he, give unto yourfervants that which

is juft and equal, knowing that ye alfo have a Mafler

inbeaven(b). Where it is evident, that the returns,

which the Colofllan Mafters were then bound in con-

fcience to make to their Slaves, and confequently

thofe, which all Chriftians, in the fame capacity,
are equally bound to difpenfe to theirs, ought to

bear a conlcientious proportion of juftice and equa-

lity to the fervices they receive from them, and to

the circumftances of their abfolute dependance on

thofe they ferve. Yes, fays the Apoftle : Mafters

are to give to their Slaves that which is both juft and

equaly for they are entitled, in common with other

Servants, to a juft remuneration for their labour,

and have befides other titles, peculiar to their con-

dition, wi'ich claim a further retribution from their

Mafters, equal indeed, in a confcientious proportion,
both to the fruits of that permanent fervice, which

the

(4) Colof. c. 4. r. i.



the Matters can at any time command, and to that

ftate of abfolute fubje&ion to their wills, which muft
render that fervice efpecially painful to the Slave.

XVI. THE reafon for exhorting Matters to this

juft and equal retribution is very powerful : Mafters,

fays the Apoftle, give unto yourfervants that which
is jujl and equal, knowing that ye aljo have a Mafler
in heaven. This confideration, that there is a Su-

preme Matter in heaven, with whom, as he had de-

clared in the preceding Verfe, there is no refpefl of

perfons (*), is here introduced by St. Paul as an ar-

gument of the greatett weight to enforce this part
of the Matter's duty to his Slaves. In effect, it im-

plies three very ferious and interefting truths. ift.

If Matters have alfo a Matter in heaven, it follows

neceflarily, that the fame is alfo Matter of their

Slaves ; and confequently, that their authority over

them is but a delegated, a commiffioned, authority,
for the ufe or abufe of which they are ultimately

refponfible to Him. 2d. If Matters have alfo a

Matter in heaven, they muft never expect to be

paid by him in any other proportion, than that in

which they repay to their Slaves that which is juft
and equaled), and is by fo many titles due to them.
In fine : if Matters have alfo a Matter in heaven, the

more they defraud their Slaves of that which is juft
and equal) or the greater their injuftice is in with-

holding it from them, the louder will be the cry of
their iniquity, and the greater of courfe the feverity
of his juttice in the puniihment of it : for, if giving
to the Poor, not as the price of labour, but through
mere pity, be lending to the Lord (?) ; defrauding
them of what the Lord has given them, or ordered

M 2 to

{<:) Celof. c. 3. T. 25. (</) Ezek. c, 22. v. 31. () PrYi c. 19. v. 47.



to be given them as zjuft and equal retribution for

their labour or fervice, mud be robbing the Lord

himfelf, mud be a facrilegious robbery ; a circum-

ftance of that aggravating nature, as muft always en-

hance the punifhment in the fame proportion as it

does the guilt.

XVII. WHAT the proportion may be of that

juttice and;equality, with .which Matters are to pro-
vide for the temporal fupport and comfort of their

Slaves, is a point fo varioufly depending on the

combination of fo many different circumftances at-

tending their refpective fpheres of life, not only as

Matters and Slaves with reference to each other, but

as Matters and Slaves with reference to others in

their refpedtive ftations, that it would be impoffible,
I believe, to afcertain the limits of it by any other

general rule, applicable To all cafes, but that very
extenfive ttandard-rule of all reciprocal duties be-

tween man and man, which the Son of God has

laid down for our direction, ofDOING UNTO OTHERS,
AS WE -WOULD BE DONE UNTO (/) A, Matter,
who will meafure the extent of his duty to his Slaves

by the length of this GOLDEN RULE, will always

difpenfe to them that meafure and proportion of the

necefTaries, and even conveniencies, of life, as will

be rather above than below that exa6t juftice and

equality, to which they are entitled by the perma-
nent nature of their labour and fervice j becaufe he

will do unto them, as a Matter, as he would wifh

to be done unto, were he their Slave, and they his

Matters. The reafon is fo conclufive, and the rule

itfelf'.fbi very plain and fimple, that it neither

requires a further application, nor does it ftand in

need

(/) Mats. c. 7. v. 12.
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need of any comment to direct any one in the ufe of

it.

XVIII. But difficult, or impoflible, as it may be

to determine by any other general Rule the exact

proportion of that juftice and equality, with which
Matters are bound in confcience to provide for the

temporal welfare of their Slaves ; yet, it may not

be improper, perhaps, to call back their attention

to that remarkable inftance of temporal provifion,

which, as related in the FIRST SECTION of thefe Re-

fearches, diftinguiihed the generous conduct of Jo-

feph in the treatment of a whole Nation of Slaves:

Behold, faid he to the Egyptians, I have bought
you this day, and your land for Pharaoh : to, here is

feed for you, andye Jhallfow the land. And it foall

come to pafs in the increaje, that ye foall give the fifth

fart unto Pharaoh, findfour farts Jhall be your own,

forfeed of the field, and for your food, andfor them

of your houjholdsy and for food for your little ones.

The very propofal of this ample provifion did fo

pleafe the new-bought Slaves, and they were fo well

fatisfied with the retribution offered to them for their

future labours, that they anfwered Jofeph in a tranf-

port of acknowledgement, 1'hou haft faved our

lives ; let us find grace in the fight of my Lord, and
we will be Pharaoh*sfervants. The prudent and righ-
teous Jofeph, finding the proportion of his provi-
fion fo very fatisfactory to Pharaoh's new Slaves,
would fee the fame fecured to them againft any fu-

ture innovations, that might take place after him
-,

and immediately made it a law over the land of

Egypt, that Pharaoh and his fucceflbrs fhould have
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thefifth part, and the new Slaves and their poflerity
the Four-fifths of the yearly produce of the land(g).

I mention this noble and generous inftance of Jo-

feph's ample provifion for the temporal welfare of a

whole Nation of Slaves, not as if I meant to fix the

Mailers proportion by the example of his conduct ;

but that I may flimulate them to as near an imita-

tion of it, as their refpedive circumflances will bear.

For, if Chnftian Mailers of Slaves are fo ready to

appeal to the example of that holy Patriarch in vin-

dication of purchafing Slaves, as authorifed by God
himfelf in the very Law of Nature, ought they not

to be equally ready to fandify that practice, as he

did, by affording thofe they purchafe thaty'tf/? and

equal proportion of temporal fupport and comforts,
as they are able to difpenfe ?

XIX. FROM the nature of this indifpenfable ob-

ligation of Mailers to provide with the utmoil juf-
tice and equity for the temporal fupport of their

Slaves, it will now, as hinted before, be very eafy
to conclude, how much more indifpenfable, drift,

and facred their duty muil be to provide for their

eternal welfare. The parallel is fuch, as will hard-

ly bear the leail proportion : the indifpenfability of
the latter muil neceffarily increafe with reference to

that of the former, in the fame exact proportion, as

eternal never ending blifs exceeds in worth the moft

complete tranfitory ilate of temporal felicity pofli-
ble or imaginable.

XX. I HAVE dwelt the longer on the two great
relative duties of juilice, which Mailers owe to their

Slaves, becaufe, the beneficent and extenfive na-

ture of their benign influence over the conduct of

Mailers

[g] Gen. c. 47. vv, 3-2$.
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Matters once eftablifhed, the bare mention of thofc

of Humanity will almoft be fufficient to enforce the

practice of them ; for, in reality, they are but ib

many branches of real Juftice. Accordingly, a juft

Matter, who regulates his conduct by the principles
of Juftice now explained, will be a humane Mailer
to his Slaves \ and in proportion as he deviates from
the principles of Juilice, he will be deficient in thofe

of Humanity. Let us exemplify this aiTertion in

the two duties of Humanity, Moderation in work,
and Temper in coreffim.

A confcientious Matter, convinced that he owes
to his Slaves a debt of the ftricteft juftice with re-

fpect to religious and temporal provifion in the full

extent of the word, is refolved to regulate his con-

duct according to the ftrictett principles of Equity
in both thefe refpects : he mutt therefore be religi-

oufly moderate in the work he exacts from his Slaves;

and he mutt fo temperate correction, when he in-

flicts it, as not to exceed the bounds of condign
chaftifement : the lead excefs contrary to either or

both thefe duties of Humanity, will be a manifeft

infraction of thofe of Juftice, by which he is direct-

ed not to demand of them more than they are able

and obliged to give, and to give unto them that which

is equal andjuft, whether as a reward, talk, or cor-

rection.

XXI. EVIDENT as it appears, that, the duties of

juftice once eftablifhed, thofe of humanity need no

further argument to enforce their practice ; it may
not be improper, perhaps, to produce a few fcrip-

tural directions refpecting that Moderation and

Temper, both in Work and Correction, which, by

every principle of religion, Mailers are bound to

fhew to their Slaves.

Wiffi
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With refpect to the former, it is very remarkable,
that the very fird fcriptural direction that occurs,
conftitutes an efTential part of one of the Command-
ments of the Firft Table. Remember the fabbath-

day to keep it holy, faid the Almighty to his people ;

fix days Jhalt thou laboury and do all thy work ; but

thefeventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord thy God :

in it thou Jhalt not do any work, thou, nor thy

Jon, nor thy daughter, thy man-fervant, nor thy

maid-fervant, nor thy ftranger that is within thy gates

(). Whether this Commandment was in force

prior to the promulgation of the Mofaic Law, as

fome have concluded from the intimation of the

firft word, or not , it is mod certain, that the fame,

being ratified by the Son of God in the New Law,
is now as obligatory to Chridians, allowing for the

change of the day, as it was under the Mofaic Dif-

penfation. Matters then, who are fubjcct to the

Chridian Law, are under the drifted obligation not

to employ their Slaves in any kind of fervile work
on the Sabbath-day, it being a day, which both the

Chridian Mader and the Slave are equally com-
manded to keep holy, by employing it in no other

fervice, but that of their common Mader and Cre-

tor, whofe day it is, and not the Mader's : for in

fix days the Lord made heaven and earth, thefea, and

all that in them is, and refted thefeventh day : where-

fore the Lord blejfed the Sabbath-day and hallowed it

(/), commanding, that every return of it fhould be

wholly confecrated to him and to his feryice, both

by the Mader and the Servant, whether bond or

free.

The practice then, fo generally prevailing, of re-

ducing Slaves to the neceflity of working on the

Lord's

() Exod. c. 20. vv. 2 ii. (/) Exod. c. 20. v. n.
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Lord's day, by depriving them of all leifure to at-

tend to their own concerns on any other day of the

week, muft be chargeable to the Matters confcien-

ces, as an ad of manifeit opprefilon and inhumanity,
and a criminal violation of one of the principal

precepts of the New Law. Neither can it be urged
in

j
unification of this unchriftian practice, that

Slaves, not being, in the prefent fyftem of Slavery,
initiated into the Chriftian Church, are perfonally

exempt from all obligation of fanctifying a day,
which none but Chriftians are commanded to keep

holy. Firft, becaufe their being in that unfafe ftate

of exemption is entirely owing to their Matters in-

excufable neglect, condemned, as proved before, by
every principle of Religion and Juttice : and Se-

condly, becaufe the very letter of the Command-
ment does exprefsly prohibit Matters, not only to

work themfelves in perfon, but to fuffer any one of

their Servants to work on the Sabbath-day.

XXII. BUT one returning day of reft after fix

confecutive ones of unremitted toil and labour,
will never fatisfy the juft demands of Humanity on
Chriftian Mailers, if the daily talk they impofe on
their Slaves be immoderate either in duration or fa-

tigue. When the tafk is immoderate, it becomes

oppreffive ; and opprefTion is but another word for

cruelty, than which very few crimes are reprefented
in the Sacred Page in colours of a more hideous'

and hateful complexion to the eyes of the Deity.
That the greateft moderation arid humanity ought
to prefide over the daily labours of Bond-fervants,

appears evident from that humane ordinance of the

Almighty to his People, by which he fixed the very
N limits
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limits of that daily iervice, which they had a right,

as Matters, to demand from their own brethren, when
reduced to the condition of Slaves. If thy brother

that dwelleth by thee, faid the divine Ordinance, be

waxen poor, and befold unto thee, thou {halt not corn-pel

him toferve as a bend-Jewant j but as an hiredJer-

vant, and as a bcjourner, he fi>all be with thee. 'ihou

Jhalt not rule over him with rigour, but /haltfear thy

Gcd(k). And, left they fhould conclude from the

words this Ordinance, that the prohibition of ruling
over their Slaves with rigour, extended no farther

than thofe of their own Race and Family ;
he enacted

another Law, prior to that ordinance, by which

they were commanded to treat thofe very Strangers

among them, of whom they were allowed to make

perpetual and hereditary Slaves (I), with the grea-
eft tendernefs, and affection : If a Stranger, faid the

Law, Jojourn with thee in your land, ye Jhall not vex

him ; but the Stranger, that dwelleth with you, Jhall

be as one born amongft you, and thou fhalt love him as

thyjelf(m).

XXI 1 1. THESE written injunctions of the Word
of God to his Chofen People, fo congenial with the

true fpirit of the Gofpel of Chrift, which in every

page of theNewTeftament breathes the fame friendly

fpirit
of moderation, companion, and lenity to our

inferiors, are fufficient to ihew, that the fame Di-

vine Authority, which, for reafons impenetrable to

us, though ftill of the utmoft fitnefs in the infcru-

table order of his Providence, thought proper to

cftablifh in the World the Hate or condition of hu-

man Bondage, would yet at the fame time preferve
the

(*) Levit. c. 25. w. 39, 40, 43. (/) Ibid. vv. 44-46.

() Levit. c. 19. vv. 33, 34.
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the rights of his Juftice inviolable, by commanding
in the moil explicit terms, that thofe whom he con-

figned to that condition ihould be treated by their

Mailers, not as irrational creatures or beails of bur-

then, but as brethren and neighbours, equally en-

titled with other Servants, or, indeed, with their

own Mailers, to all the rights and offices of Hu-

manity.

Neither can the obligation of thefe divine injunc-

tions, were they imfupported by any declarations of

the Gofpel, be evacuated or eluded, by retraining
them to the profeffors of the Mofaic Law. Thefe,
no doubt, had injunctions exclufively peculiar to

themfelves, which related to the typical and ri-

tual part of their Religion and Polity > but injunc-

tions, enforcing the obfervance of fuch moral duties,

as conilitute the very fpirit and frame of true Reli-

gion in general, were not peculiar to them as a fe-

parate People -, they were the injunctions, the dic-

tates of Natural Religion, and will be of perpetual

obligation to the end of time. Such were the

above injunctions. The duties of Humanity to

our fellow-creatures in bondage, directing the pro-

portion of their daily labours according to the mea-
fure of their flrength, with a fympathizing regard
to their neceiTary reft and comfort, have been

equally obligatory in every flage of true Religion ;

becaufe Humanity to our fellow-creatures has been

in every ftage an efTential part of true Religion.

XXiV. FROM the general principle of this Duty,
it is almoil needlefs to conclude, that Slaves dif-

abled by infirmity, and Slaves newly imported into

the Colonies, have the julleft claim on their Maf-
ters to the greateft moderation and indulgence in

this
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this refpect. The former, becaufe having loft their

health in their Matters fervice, have an' undoubted

right of the ftri&eft juftice to demand of their hu-

manity whatever may contribute to their recovery,
and footh the bed of Hcknefs with every neceffaiy
comfort : the latter, becaufe not being yet inured,

or, as it is commonly termed, Jeafoned, to the tem-

perature of a new climate^ , are, after a long con-

finement, and the unavoidable inconveniencies at-

tending the middle pafTage, in a flate of natural de-

bility, unable to undergo for a time the fatigues of

a laborious life, to which they were never ufed in

their native Land : and both, becaufe being in a

ftate of perfect orphanage, unable to derive the

leaft afiiftance, relief, or comfort, from their neareft

friends and relations, have none to look up to for

the neceflfary fuccours of Humanity, but thofe very

perfons, whom Providence has appointed to thenr

Fathers, Guardians, and Protectors, under the title

or appellation of Mafters, and who can never refufe

to them fuch indifpenfable offices of humanity,
without renouncing every claim to that Pure Re-

ligion and undefiled before God and the Father, which

is to vifit the fatherlejs and widows in their affliction

(#), by adminiftering to them every necefTary com-
fort and afliftance.

XXV. BUT to complete the chriftian character

of an humane Mafter, embracing every part of his

duty as a Father, Guardian, and Protector to his

Slaves, there is another branch Hill of chriftian Hu-
manity, which can never be difpenfed with, and is

of the ftrifteft obligation in confcience. Huma-
nity muft always guide the Matter's hand in that

moft

() James, c. i. v. 27.
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moil irkfbme part of his duty, Corporal Correction ;

in other words ; the greateil moderation and tem-

per ought always to accompany every adbof juft
and necerTary correction in the Mafter, when redu-

ced to the lait extremity of inflicting corporal pu-
nifhmenton his Slaves. To afflict them, either be-

yond the limits of condign chaftifement, or merely
to aflert authority by the gratification of cruelty,

is, in the firft inftance, an ad of unjuftinable bar-

barity ; in the fecond, an act of diabolical unnatu-

ralnefs ; and in both, a facrilegious prophanation
of that facred delegated oower, which the Almighty
has depofitedin the Mailers hands under the reftric-

tions of the ftricteft juftice and humanity, and the

inevitable certainty of becoming themfelves the

victims of his wrath, if unfaithful to their truft.

XXVI. WERE it neceiTary to prove from the de-

clarations of the Word of God, that to temperate

juft and neceffary correction by the foothing direc-

tions of Humanity, is an eiTential duty of every
Mafter of Slaves, it would be extremely eafy to

adduce the ftrongeft evidences in confirmation of

fo plain a doctrine : but, as the ieveral inftances of

Divine vindictive Juftice, which will be mentioned
in the latter part of this Section, will all concur to

enforce the practice of it, I iliall now point out,

merely for method's fake, one or two Scriptural paf-

fages that have an immediate reference to fo impor-
tant a part of the Mafter's duty to his Slaves.

XXVII. FEW Scriptural declarations, I believe,
will {hew in a ftronger light, how contrary to every

principle of Juftice, Religion, and Humanity, is

the Mafter's feventy to his Slave, and how very
contracted is the delegated power of the former to

correct



correct the latter, than that penal Law enacted by
Divine Authority in the Mofaic Code in favour of

Slaves maltreated by their Mailers. If a man, fays

the Law, fpeaking of Matters of Slaves, fmite the

eve of bis [ervant, or the eye of bis maid, tbat it pe-

riflo,
be ftall hi bim go free for bis eye's fake. And

again: If be fmite out bis man-fervant's tootb, or

bis maid-fervanfs tootb ,
be ftall let him go free for

bis tooth'sfake (o). From the fpirit and letter of

this humane Ordinance, I am naturally led to de-

duce the following confequences ; fuch, indeed, as

I cannot fnfficientiy recommend to the conficleration

of Matters.

1. Inconfiderable as the above injuries offered to

a Slave may appear to an unfeeling Matter ; they
are yet of that heinous nature in the fight of Him,
who feeth not with the eyes of man, and whole pu-
nifhmerits never exceed the meafure of the offence,

that, in ftri&nefs of juftice,the fatisfaction due from
the Matter to the Slave for the injury received by
the latter, feems to be the abfolute forfeit of his

acquired dominion over him.

2. Exempt as Chriftian Matters may think them-
felves from the temporal penalty of the above Law;
yet, as the crime of maltreating a Slave cannot be
lefs odious in the fight of God when committed by
Chriftians, than when committed by an Hebrew
liable to that penalty, their flattering exemption
from legal penalty will never extenuate the inhu-

manity of a crime, which mutt inevitably be re-

compenfed upon their heads, either in this world,
or in the world to come.

() Exod. c. 21. vv. 26, 27.
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3. If fmiting out a Bond-fervant's tooth (an in-

jury apparently ib venial) implies fo much guilt in

the fight of God, as to deferve a punifhment feem-

ingly ib fevere ; every other excefs of greater inhu-

manity in the corporal correction of a Slave, muil

necefikrily rife in guilt and punifhment in the fame

exact proportion as does the criminality of that

excefs.

4. Since the Almighty, notwithffianding his pofi-
tive approbation of the Slave-Trade, would yet fo

provide againft every intemperate exertion of arbi-

trary power in his People in the punifhment of their

Slaves, as to declare the latter free from bondage
the moment the feverity of their Mailers went fo

far as to deprive them even of an eye or a tooth ;

every humane and well-regulated Government ought
fo to provide for the fafety and welfare of its Slaves,
as to reftrain by the fevereft penalties every attempt
of their Mailers to treat them with unbecoming ri-

gour and wanton cruelty.

XXVIII. SUFFICIENT as the above Scriptural de-

claration is to evince the abfolute incompatibility of

intemperate correction with the principles of Juf-

tice, Religion, and Humanity; I cannot clofe this

Subject, without referring every Chriftian Mailer to

the Apoille's exhortation to humanity, when di-

recting the Ephefian Matters in the treatment of

their Slaves, He firil exhorts every bond-fervant

to the greateft fubmiflion, fmcerity, and fidelity to

their refpective Mailers; and, after encouraging then-

temporal fervices with the certain profpect of an

eternal reward, he concludes his exhortation by ad-

drefiing himfelf to their Mailers in the following

pathetic



pathetic Words : And ye Mafters^ do thefame things
unto them, forbearing threatening \ knowing^ thut

your Mafl'er alfo is in heaven'-, neither is there
reft-

eft

of perfons with him (p) : intimating to them in this

folemn manner, that the gentle Spirit of the Gofpel

they profeffed, was utterly averfe, not only to every
act of rigorous and oppreftive treatment of thofe in

bondage, as was the Law of Mofes, but even to

the leaf! fymprom of it, fuch as an angry threat,

which no Chrillian Mailer could ufe with impunity
to his Slave

-,
it being a manifefl abufe of that pa-

rental authority with which he is intruded by his

heavenly Mailer, with whom there is no refpeff ofper-

Jonsy and -who will render to every man according te

his deeds (q)> whether he be bond or free.

Some EXEMPLARY PUNISHMENTS infixed on

unnatural Mafters by Divine vindictive jujlice.

XXIX. IT beinor evident from the tenour of theO
preceding part of this Seclion, that every act of in-

jultice and inhumanity in the treatment of Slaves

partakes of the nature of that crying fin, called in

Scripture-language OpreJ/ian of the Poor ; no won-

der, if, there being fo many woes denounced againft
it in the Sacred Oracles of the Word of God, we
fometimcs find them realized, in theiTe61:Lial punifh-
ment of fome unnatural :

. Mailers of Slaves. The
two following inftances of God's vindicative Juflice,

regiilerecl

/ } Ephef. c 6. vv. 510. (y ) Rom, c. 2. v. 6.
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regiftered in the Sacred Records, will, I truft, be

fufficient to deter every Conductor and Matter of

Slaves, who has any remains of religion in his

heart, from ever becoming, by any acts of violence

and oppreflion, the unhappy victims of God's in-

dignation and wrath.

XXX. THE firft judicial inftance of this kind
recorded in the Sacred Annals, is that difaflrous

defolation of the whole Kingdom of Egypt, which

accompanied the miraculous deliverance of the

Children of Ifrael out of the hands of the hard-

hearted Pharaoh. The ftory being fo well known
by the generality of my Readers, it would be need-

lefs for me to enumerate in this place the feveral un-
heard of plagues and calamities, that the Omnipo-
tent, in his wrath, poured out againffc that fertile

land and its numerous inhabitants, prior to the to-

tal overthrow of their Sovereign and his numerous
Hoft : it is fufficient to fay, that the defcription

given in the Book of Exodus of that memorable

cataftrophe (r), reprefents every part of the creation

concurring to execute the judgements of an angry
God, and to transform one of the mod populous,

flourifhing, and fertile countries in the Univerfe,
into a continued fcene of mifery, defolation, and

diftrefs, unequalled, fince Noah's Jblood, in the

Annals of the World.

And what could be the crime, that did fo incenfe

the Almighty againft the Land and the Inhabitants

of Egypt ? We fyave the anfwer to this important

queftion in the Almighty's own words, which he

fpoke to Mofes prior to the execution of his Juftice.
O "I have

(r) Exd, <?c. 7 1 6,
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*c I have furely fetu^ faid He y the affliction of
cc my people which are hi Egypt, and have heard
cc their cry, by reafbn of their tafk-mafters : for I

<c know their forrows (j). Now therefore, behold
* c the cry of the Children of Ifrael is come unto
<c me* and I have alfo feen the op preffion where -

<c with the Egyptians opprefs them (/). I have
'cc

fnrely vifited you, and feen that which is done to
<f

yon in Egypt (&). And I will ftretch out my
Cf

handj and finite Egypt with all my wonders,
cc which I will do in the midft thereof (i;). And
<c I have alfo heard the groaning of the Children of
< c

Ifrael, whom the Egyptians keep in bondage(w).
cc And I will redeem you with a ftretched-out arm,
cc and with great judgements (#). And I will mul-
cc

tiply my figns and my wonders in the Land of

Egypf'OO-
XXXI. IN all thefe feveral declarations there is

no other rcatbn afTigned by the Almighty for punifh-

ing the Egyptians, but the oppreftive treatment of

the Ifraelites their Slaves : but it is necefTary to ob-

ferve, that this oppreffion was doubly criminal in

them, becaufe they kept the Ifraelites in bondage,

contrary to the facred rights of Hofpitality, which

they had formerly enjoyed. The Children of Ifrael,

when firft fettled in Egypt, were free and indepen-
dent people: they ha:] been invited by a former

King to fettle in that Country, and enjoy the privi-

leges of free Subjects (a) : their flavery therefore

was unjuft and oppreffive in the higheft degree.
<f There arofe up, fays the Sacred Penman, a new
<c

King over Egypt, which knew not Jofeph. And
" he

(s) Exod. c. 3. v. 7. (/) Ibid. v. 9. (a) Ibid. v. 16. (v) Ibid. v. zo.

(tv) Exod. c. 6. v. 5. (x) Ibid. v. 6. (ji)
Exod. c. 7. v. j

(a) Gea. c. 45. vv. 17 sz. c, 47. YV. I f
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" he faid unto his people -, Behold, the people of
<c the Children of Ifrael are more, and mightier
<c than we. Come on, let us deal wifely with them,
<c left they multiply, and it come to pafs, that when
<c there falleth out any war, they join alfo unto our
cc

enemies, and fight againft us, and fo get them
ce

up out of the Land. Therefore they did fee
cc over them tafk mafters, to afflict them with their
cc burthens ; and they built for Pharaoh treafure-
cc

cities, Pithom and Raamfes. But the more they
cc afflicted them, the more they multiplied, and
c

grew; and they were grieved becaufe of the
fc Children of Ifrael. And the Egyptians made
<c the Children of Ifrael to ferve with rigour. And
* c

they made their lives bitter with hard bondage,
cc in morter, and in brick, and in all manner of
cc fervice in the field : all their fervice wherein they
cc made them ferve, was with rigour" (c). As,
from the circumfbances of this narrative, tlife Egyp-
tians had not the leaft colourable title to deprive
the Ifraelites of their liberty ; no wonder, if their

oppreflive treatment of thofe whom they had fo un-

juftly reduced to the condition of Slaves, enhanced
their unnaturalnefs to fuch a pitch of guilt, as could
not fail bringing down upon them fome of the hea-

vieft fcourges of D ; vine vindictive Juftice.- A moft

important leflbn this, as well as a moft ferious warn-

ing, to all African Merchants and purchafers of

Slaves, never to attempt, on any confideration what-

ever, to tranfport into the Colonies any other def-

cription of perfons, but fuch as are real Slaves in

iheir native Land !

O 2 XXXII. A

(*) Exod. c. i. vv. 815*
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XXXII. A SECOND inftance of Divine vindicative

Juftice, occafioned by undue feverity to thofe in

bondage, is that famine of three years continuance,

which prevailed without intermifiion in the days of

David, till the injury received by the Slaves was

attoned for to their entire fatisfaclion. The principal

circumftances, attending this very ferious tranfa&ion,

are thus detcribed in the XXP Chapter of the II

Book of SAMUEL.

1. Then there was a famine in the days of David,
three years, year after year, and David inquired of

the Lord. And the Lord anfwered : it is for Saul,
and his bloody houfe, becaufe he flew the Gibe-

on ites.

2. And the King called the Gibeonites, and faid

unto them ("now the Gibeonites were not of the

Children of Ifrae!, but of the remnant ofthe Amo-
rites, and the Children of Ifrael had fworn unto

them : and Saul fought to flay them in his zeal to

t he Children of Ifrael and Judah),

3. Wherefore David faid unto the Gibeonites :

what fhall I do for }ou ? and wherewith fliall I make
the attonement, that ye may blefs the inheritance of
the Lord ?

.4. And the Gibeonites faid unto him : We will

have no filver nor gold of Saul, nor of his houfe,
neither for us (halt thou kill any man in Ifrael. And
he faid, what you fhall fay, that will I do for you.

5. And they anfwered the King : the man that

confumed us, and that devifed againft us, that we
Jhould be deftroyed from remaining in any of the
coafts of Ifrael,

6. Let
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6. Let feven men of his fons fre delivered unto

us, and we will hang them up untd| the Lord in Gi-

beah of Saul, whom the Lord did bhufe. And the

King faid, I will give them.

9. And he delivered them into the hands of the

Gibeonites, and they hanged thenl in the hill before

the Lord : and they fell all feven together, and were

put to death in the days of harveft, in the firft days,
in the beginning of the barley-harveft.

14. and after that, God was intreated for the

land.

XXXIII. WHEN, and upon what occafion, the

Gibeonites were thus confumed and harralTed by-

Saul, does not appear from the above Scriptural
recital ; but it is evident in the firft place, that the

Gibeonites were unjuftly put to death by Saul for

no better reafon indeed, than to teftify to* the Chil-

dren of Ifrael and Judah, that his zeal for them
was far fuperior to that of Jofhua and the Princes of

the Congregation, who, inftead of putting the Gi-

beonites to the fword, as they had done with the

reft of the old Inhabitants of the Land of Canaan,
contented themfelves with reducing them to

perpetual bondage. A conduct not altogether un-
like that of fome unnatural Mafters or Superinten-
dents of Slaves, who inflict feverities on them,

merely to aflfert prerogative and authority.--It is

vifible in the fecond place, that, however defpicable
the condition of Slaves may appear in the eyes of

men ; yet it is a condition fo efpecially cherifhed

and protected by Him, with whom there is no refpeft

of perfons, that he will never fuffer them to be mal-
treated with impunity, but will retaliate upon their

oppreflbrs in the full extent of his juftice. In fine:

from



from the conduct of God exemplified in feveral

places of Holy Writ (#), and very particularly in

the Cafe of guilty Saul, in which he extended the

punilhment of his perfonal inhumanity to all the In-

habitants of the Land, who fufFered the hardfhips of

a triennial famine, it is mod evident, that fometimes

Divine Juilice will not be fatisfied with punifhing
the real offender, but will alfo extend his judge-
ments, for reafons impenetrable to us, to perfons

apparently free from any participation in the crime.

XXXIV. THE truth of this laft obfervation being
fo vifibly verified in the actual cafe of punifhing an

act of inhumanity to thofe in bondage, ought to be

a ftrong inducement Firft to every Matter or Pro-

prietor of Slaves, never to indulge the fmalleft irre-

gularity in this refpect, or to fcreen it in another ;

and Secondly, to every well regulated Government, fo

to control by penalties adequate to the offence,

every poflible exertion of arbitrary power in the

Matters, as to^vert thofe public calamities, in which

the innocent are often involved with the guilty.
XXXV. THE interefting fubjeft of this Seftion

will, 1 hope, be a fufficient apology for its apparent

prolixity ; which, confidering the very extenfive

nature of thofe facred duties which are inculcated

in it, I could not prevent without manifeft injuftice

to the interefts of juftice and humanity. Now, the

better thefe interefts feem to be fecured by the

above injunctions of the Word of God, the more

palpable mutt neceflarily appear to every difpafiio-

nate Reader the truth of the following

GENERAL

{*) Jofhua, c. 7. IL Saraud, c. 241.
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GENERAL COROLLARY.

SINCE nothing can be more certain, confiftent-

ly with the eflential attributes of God, who is

JUSTICE and SANCTITY itfelf, than that He never

did, or ever could, give the moft diftant directions

for the profecution of any human purfuit intrinfi-

cally unjuft and illicit in its nature ; it follows ne-

cefTarily, that, fince he has given fo many pofiti've

and explicit directions to thofe who purfue the Slave-

Trade, towards directing their conduct in the pro-
fecution ot it by the principles of Juftice, Religion,
and Humanity, the Trade itfelf muft, on this fur-

ther account, be intrinfically juft and lawful in its

nature ; and all fuch directive injunctions, as are

quoted in this Section, and others frequently occur-

ring in the Sacred Writings, relative to the proper
treatment of thofe in bondage, muft, of courfe, be

confidered, as fo many irrefragable arguments of
the intrinfic licitnefs of the SLAVE TRADE.

A RE-
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INTRODUCTION.

I
WILL readily yield the palm of vi&ory to my
Antagonifts in what chiefly conftitutes the merit

of their refpe&ive lucubrations mifreprefentation
and perfonal abufe : I will not even enter the lifts with

any of them on fuch unequal ground. It would be

raftmefs indeed, to engage fuck veteran fcoffers,

without being, at lead, a graduated MASTER of fo

Liberal an Art. All I fhall conterid for in the feries

of this Review, will be to defend the Scriptural
Doctrine of my Refearches by defeating their vain

attempts to fubvert it.

THIS Defence, agreeably to my original plan,
fhall be fupported by no other authority but that of

the Sacred Writings : and as I am not ambitious of

pedantic fame, plain texts in the vulgar tongue will

be abundantly fufricient for my purpofe : hiftorical,

poetical, philofophical paflages, and comments of

mere human authority, Hebrew, Greek, Latin, and
French unnecefTary quotations, and fuch like tinfel

trappings of pedantry, I fhall leave to my Antago-
nifts, to cover with this borrowed garb of flimfy

learning their vifible penury of folid arguments (a).

THE

(a) Scc-y< Particular Examination of Mr. Harrii's Scriptural Refearches on

the Licitnefs of the Slave-Trade. By Ktnry Dannettt M. d. Minifter of St.

Job*!,
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THE method I mean to follow, will be nearly the

fame as that which I adopted in the compofition of

my former trad:; though I have realbn to apprehend
it will not be quite palatable to fome of my Oppo-
nents : it will be deemed affeftcd by the Rev. Mr.

Ramfay(^), and the Rev. Mr. Hughes will call ic

artificial^)
: but, as I have not the fmalleft tempta-

tion to pay implicit deference to their opinions, their

Reverences* mult pardon me, if, difTenting from

them, I call it Rational^ and ufe it, in preference to

any other, as being the bed adapted for polemical

enquiries.

FOLLOWING then this Rational method, I fhall

prefix a few Data to the three fubfequent ARTICLES,
which will divide the Subject of this Review into as

many feparate parts, and ihall clofe the whole with

a certain number of Corollaries. I fhall animadvert

in the Firft Article on fome of the grofleft imputa-
tions that my ingenious Antagonifts have firil in-

vented, and then charged to the account of my
P 2 Refearches.

Johns, Livh-Jiool ; which, for want of better materials, is replete with fuch

counterfeit fub$itute&of fair argumentation.

See alfo A Scriptural Refutation of a Pamphlet, lately publljbed by the Rev*

Raymund Harris, jntitlcd, Scriptural Refearches on the Licirnefs of the Slave-

Trade. In four Litters from the Author to a Friend ; which is not quite fre$

from the above infe6ion.-~-This four and anonymous Pamphlet is the joint-work

of an obfcure Triumvirate, formed by an unnatural coalition of Law and Gofpel j

who, under the plaufibh pretence of defending the natural rights of Reafon ancf

Humanity, are fapping th very foundations of Religion and Juftice.

(b) Sec -Examination ($ the Rev. Mr* Harris's Scriptural Refearches on the

Licitnefs of the Slave-Trade. \y the Rev. James Ramfay.. Page 3,

(c] Sec An Anfvjer to tbe^fV . Mr. Harriet Scriptural Refearches on the

Licitnefs of the Slare-Trade. B^ the Rev. W. Uughes, M. A. Page 3.



Refearches. Whatever has the leaft femblance of

argument or objection, will be anfwered in the Se-

cond : and the Reader will fee in the Third the in-

fidious tendency of fuch dangc-roas tenets and im-

pieties, as are itudiouily difTeoimaieci in their elabo-

rate rhapfodies.

DATA.
I. THAT, there being many things in the Sacred

Writings above the reach of human Reafon, though,
none contrary to it, whoever profefTes to believe

that the Holy Scriptures are the infallible WT
ord of

God, muft, in all fuch incomprehenfible matters,
fubmit his Reafon to the Divine Authority that

fan&ions them.

II. THAT to write or fpeak irreverently of any part
of the Sacred Volume of the Word of God, or to

condemn any particular tranfaction regiftered in the

Sacred Records, when pofitively fanctioned and juf-
tified by divine Authority, does evidently imply the

double guilt of Infidelity and Blafphemy.

III. THAT to abufe any part of the infpired Writings
in fupport of any tenet incompatible with Scrip-
ture, by wilfully mifconftruing or mutilating the

fame, is a blafphemous imputation on the eternal

veracity of God, efTentially incapable of contradict-

ing himfelf.

IV. THAT fome things are forbidden in the Sacred

Writings of the Word of Ood, becaufe intrinfi

cal
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cally, and in their nature, they are bad and illicit 5

and others are declared illicit and bad, merely be-

caufe they are forbidden.

V. THAT in any controverfy whatever, it is an evi-

dent indication of a defencelefs Caufe, to impute to

our Opponents what they never advanced, and to

conclude from fuch imputed aiTertions, what we
could not othervvife conclude in favour of our op-

pofite opinion from a fair (latement of their doctrine.

VI. THAT, as no private religious opinions, or any
other perfonal circumftances, unconnected with the

Subje6t in debate, can ever lefTen the force of our

Opponents arguments, or add ftrength to ours ; fo

it mull be a (trong indication of a tottering Caufe,
as well as a manifeft infult to the judgement of the

Public, to attempt to throw an odium on our

ponents doctrine, by reflecting on their other prin-

ciples and perfonal circumftances with any fpecies
of fcurrility and perfonal abufe.

ARTICLE
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ARTICLE I.

ANIMADVERSIONS onfederal FALSE IMPUTA-
TIONS laid to the Charge ofthe SCRIPTURAL
RESEARCHES.

FIRST IMPUTATION.

The Author of the Scriptural B.efearches throws an

opprobrium upon human Reafon, and impeaches its

authority. Itfeems, that his defign is to vilify and

degrade the rights and provinces of Reafon and Con-

fcience. The Scriptural Refearches are entirely built

upon their ruins.

I. So fay verbatim the fupercilious Triumviri,
and the buttling Minitter of St. John's (#); who,
unable to prove this odious allegation by a fair ci-

tation of the paiTage to which they appeal, they
have had the humanity to amputate it without mercy.~ All that the Scriptural Refearches have advanced
on this head, is, that,

" If the fandlion of Divine
fc

authority appears evident in favour of the Slave-
* Trade from the tettimonies of the Written Word
c< of God, every perfon, who has any pretenfions
S( to Religion, mutt immediately aflent to an Au-
"

thority of that irrefiftible conviction, however
"

plaufible or ingenious the oppofite arguments
ft

againtt that Trade may appear, when viewed
<c

through the fcanty light of mere human Reafon
f< and Senfe ().

WHERE

(a) Script. Refyt. p. 5. Dannett, p. z, 3, 8. Pref,

(*) Script. Refevchcs, p. 6. 7. Pref,
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WHERE is there in thefe words the leafc fhadow
of opprobrium on human Reafon, the lead impeach-
ment of its authority, or the moft diftant defign to

vilify, to degrade, to fuperiede the rights and pro-
vinces of reafon and conlcience ? Do they not ex-

prefsly fuppofe, that the fandtion of Divine authority
in favour of the Trade muft be evident? And, if

evident, muft not every other argument againft it,

however plaufible or ingenious it may appear to the

light of mere human reafon and fenfe, /az;z/y indeed,
when compared with the light of divine evidence^

yield immediately to the evident fan dtion of that un-

erring Authority ? Or will thefe prefumptuous
Neoterics oppofe the ingenious plaufibilities of

mere human reafon and fenfe to the contrary evidence

of Divine Revelation ?

SECOND IMPUTATION.

*The Author cf the Scriptural Refearcbes, by a dirett

and dreadful imputation on the Sacred Writings^ and
their Divine Author, throws out the daring accufation*
that the Supreme Being is inconfiftent with himfelf,

lecaufe he did not, under the Chriftian Difpenfation,

confirm and confine himfelf to every moral injunction

f the Old Tcftament.

II. A HEAVY charge indeed ! artfully fabricated

in the Work-fhop of the plodding Triumvirate (c]-t

but, unfortunately for them, deftitute of every fem-

blance of truth, The imputation alludes to that

paflagc

(0 Script. Rcftt. p. 61, 6>
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pafTage of the Scriptural Refearches, which contains

the
following

declaration :
"

'I he principles and
" moral duties of perpetual obligation reipecting
cc

Right and fFrotig, Juftice and Injuftue, registered
" in the Sacred Volume of the New Teftament,
cc

being evidently dictated by the Holy Spirit of
" God, and God himfelf, cannot, confiftently with
" the eflential infallibility of his eternal Wifdom,
c< bear the kaft oppofition to the principles and mo-
cc ral duties of perpetual obligation, refpecting, in
<( like manner, Right and Wrong, Juftice and In-
"

Juftice, dictated by the fame infaliiiible Spirit, and
cc

regiftered in the Sacred Volume of the Old Tef-
<c tament. Were it poffible to be otherwife, God
<c would not be confiftent with himfeif, and the
<c

Religion of the New Teftament, inftead of being
cc the perfe6lion and accomplifhment, would be the
<c

reproach and condemnation, of both the former
<c Laws, Natural and Mofaic, on the truth of
cc which its very exiftence depends (d).

A perfon muft be blind indeed, not to fee, that

this orthodox declaration is evidently confined to

fuch principles and duties reflecting Right and

h'-'rong, as are of perpetual obligation in both the

Teftaments, and does not extend, as the Imputa-
tion would have it, tc every moral injunction of the

Old Teftaiiivriit, whether of perpetual or mere tem-

porary or local obligation. The meaning of the

above declaration is fo very obvious to the dulleft

comprehnifion, that, even the Minifter of St.

John's is forced to own, that To . I!, in whicd is

contained the preceding pafTage, there can be

no

(d} Script. Refearches, p. 48, 49.
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no objection, if the Author means (as he appears to

mean), that the Gofpel cannot contradict the moral pre-

cepts of eternal obligation, laid down in the Old Tef-
tament (>).

THIRD IMPUTATION.

The Author of the Scriptural Refearches fpeaks of
the Liverpool Slave-Trade having theJanftion ofbeing

encouraged, almoft commanded, and even enjoined to be

profecuted, by the Supreme Legislator.

IIT. THE Canonical Planter, whofe favourite ac-

cufation this is, has enriched on the invention of his

worthy Confreres by frequently referring the Rea-
der to fome imaginary Page of the Scriptural Re-

fearches, where he may find this, as well as other

inventions of his fertile brain (/). I fay, Imagr-

nary -,
becaufe the pages referred to by the Rev.

Planter to juftify this groundlefs imputation, contain

nothing analogous to the charge.- The words in

the Scriptural Refearches, as far as the charge ex-

tends, are literally thefe :
<c I have every encou-

"
ragement given me in this Sacred Book of LEVI^

" TIC us to advance a ftep farther, and maintain,
<c that the Slave-Trade has not only the fandbion of
4C Divine Authority in its fupport, but was alfc

<f
pofuively encouraged (I had almoft faid, com-

"
manded) by that Authority under the Difpenfation

cc
of the Mofaic Law. The following plain and

cf
explicit words of one of the laws refpe&ing that

P Trade,

(e] Dannett, p:88. (/) Ramfay, p. 23. 16. 27. 13,
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fc
Trade, and regiftered in this Book, can admit of

cc no other conftruction. Both tby bond-men and
"

bond-maids, fays the Supreme Law-giver, ^hicb
cr tbou jbdt have, flail bs of the heathen that are
C round about you j of them ftall ye buy bond men and
(( bond-maids. Moreover, of the Children of the
Cf

Strangers that do fojourn amongyou \ of them /ball
Cc

ye buy, &c If there be meaning in language, or
<c

fenfe in vords, here is certainly a law enacted by
cc Divine Authority, which does not only give a
Cc mod pofitive and unexceptionable fanction to the
Ci

'

licitnefs of the Slave-Trade, but feems farther to
Cf

lay, as it were, an injunction on the Children of
<:

Ifrael to profecute that Traffic under no other
<c

reflriction whatever, but that of confining their
Cf

purchafes of perpetual Slaves to the heathen
" round about them, and the Strangers that fo-
<c

journed among them ; for the words of the Law-
Cc

giver evidently imply more than a mere per-
c miffion or leave : He does not fay, fpeaking of

Cc the Heathen and Sojourners, Of them MAY ye buy
<c bond-men and bond-maids^ but Of them SHALL ye
fc

buy bond^msn and bond-maids" (g).

A man muft have an uncommon fhare of effron-

tery to affure his Reader, on the ftrength of this

paflage, that the Author of the Scriptural Re-
fearches fpeaks in it of the Liverpool Slave-trade

having thefancfion of being encouraged, almoft com-

manded, and even enjoined to be projecuted by the Su-

preme Legijlator ! when the whole pafiage is exprefsly
reftrained to the Slave-Trade under the Difpenfation

cf the Mofaic Law, and the feeming injunction or

command to profecute it (for fo are the words mo-
dified

ff) Script. Refearches, p. 3$, 36.
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dified in the paffage) is faid to have been laid 'on- the

Children of Ifraely the profeffors of that Law, under

a certain reftridion. The Scriptural Researches

have hinted no where any {\\c\\feeming injunction or

command in any other Difpenfadon. They were

intended to prove, and, for what has hitherto ap-

peared againft them, they have effectually proved,
that the Slave-Trade, prefcinding from every ether

real or pofllble abufe in the profecution of it, which

s the part of the Legiflature to check and prevent,
whether carried on by Liverpool or any other Place

in Chriftendom, is intrinfically juft and licit in its

nature, and has the fanction of Divine Authority in

its fupport.

FOURTH IMPUTATION.

On thefuppcfition of the iniquity of the Liverpool
Slave-Trade, the Author of the Scriptural Refearches

fpeaks of the Almighty difturbing the courfe of Nature,
when the Sun flood ftill at Jofhua's command to make
it fubfervient to injuftice and opprejficvy in vindication

of ill-gotten property.

IV. THE mean fpirit of local fpite, that runs

through the whole of Mr. Ramfay's incoherent

Piece, and the rancorous vehemence of this very

groundlefs charge, which he would fain impofe on
his Readers by citing, as a voucher, an imaginary
Page of the Scriptural Refearphes (), betray in

this doubtful Advocate for African Liberty, a con-
P 2 fcioufnefs

{) Ramfay, p. 24.
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fcioufnefs of his utter inability to juftify the conduct

of thofe, whoy to ufe his own exprefTions, have hi-

thertofuffered themfelves to be reluttantly dragged along
by the prefent prevailing enthufiajm in favour of free-
dom (i) y without having recourfe to his favourite

common place of argument, Mifreprefentation and

Calumny. The above Imputation bears evidence to

the truth of this affertion. The Reader lhall judge
for himfelf from the paffage of the Scriptural Re-
fearches appealed to by Mr. Ramfay in

justification
of his charge.

V. AFTER a circumflantial detail of the particu-
lars that attended Jofhua's reduction of the Gibeo-
nites to perpetual and hereditary bondage, and en-

forcing the undoubted afTu ranees of God's approba-
tion of his conduct,, by fecuring to his People the

pofieflion of their Slaves with a fignal vidory,
which he enabled them to obtain over five Kings of

the Amorites, who made a vigorous attempt againft

them, by fighting himfelf in Perfon, and caufing
the Sun to ftand flill, until the people had avenged

tbemfelves of their enemies, for attempting to deftroy
the Gibeonites, their Slaves, the Scriptural Re-
fearches conclude thus with the pafTage referred to

by Mr. Rarnfay :
c ? If thefe wonderful atchieve-

" ments of the power of God in favour ofhis Cho-
<f fen People in the very cafe of protecting the
" Perfons whom they had fo lately reduced to per-
?c petual and hereditary bondage, are no* to be
t confokred as fo many evident testimonies of his

" divine approbation of the immediate object of
<c the Slave-Trade, and a pofitive fanction to the
" llcknefs of it, but are ftill confiftent with any in-

<* trinfic

() Ramfay, p. 5.
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cc trinfic moral turpitude inherent to the nature of
" that Trade ; the abettors of this opinion muft
"

necefiarily maintain, that the Supreme Ruler of
tf the Univerfe, in diredt oppofition to his own ef-

" fentral attributes and perfections, in mahifdi ron-
" tradiclion with his own moral laws and command-
<c

ments, and in vindication of ill-gotten property,
ec

difplayed to the World the molt extraordinary
" exertions of his Omnipotence, and diliurbed the
<c

very courfe of nature, to make it iubfervient to
" the vileftof purpofes, injuflice and

opprellion.
As

ci this inference is as blalphemous as it is necefTkry,
<c the very mentioning of it will, I flatter mvfeU,
(e be fufficient to determine the judgement of any
cc

religious and candid Reader in favour of the in-
" herent moral licitnefs of the Slave-Trade ().
Let any candid Reader compare this paiTage with

the above imputation, and the comparifon will con-

vince him, that Mr. Ramfay's infmcerity is almoft

paft belief, and, probably, pad recovery.

FIFTH IMPUTATION".

-The Author of the Scriptural Refearches

bis Maker> by affirming* that the Almighty God has

not only given lisjanftion to the Slave-Trade, but alfo

to that cruelty ami ofprefflon
which too generally at^

tend it.

VI. IT would have been incomparably more to

the credit of Mr. Hughes, than it happens to be,

(k] Script. Refearches, p. 44, 4^.
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if this very pious and confident accufation had as

much of candour on its fide, as it has of deliberate

impofition and iblemn can if/). Had he barely af-

ferted it, without appealing to the Scriptural Re-
fearchcs for a decifive proof, as is frequently prac-
tifed by his \vifer. Confreres, he might probably have.

impofed on fome of his Readers, who would nor

have hefitated to credit ahe information of a Pejfon,
who itylcs himfclf a Miniiter of Truth : but his very

imprudent and partial quotation, when compared
with the Original of the Script-anil Refearches, will,

and mull convict him, in the opinion of his moll

partial Readers, of downright deliberate mifrepre-
fentation and faifhood.

. FROM the circumtiances of Hagar's Flight,
occadoned by S ami's dealing hardly with her, and the

Divine Meffenger's exprefs command to the fugi-
tive Slave to return to her Miftrefs and Submit her-

Jdf under her hands) notwithftanding her former fe-

verity, the Scriptural Refearches draw a very for-

cible argument in favour of the intriniic licitnefs of

the Slave-Trade, as being evidently warranted by
the Written Word of God ; and then, from the fen-

tence of the Supreme Judge of Right and Wrong^
condemning the conducl; of Hagar, though feverely
treated by Sarai, they conclude,

'

That the Slave-
"
Trade, even when attended with circumltances not

"
altogether conformable to the feelings ofhumanity,

cc
is efifentially confident with the facred and inalie-

<c nable rights ofjuftice, and has thepofitivefandtion
" of God in its fupport ;" (here flops the candid

Mr. Hughes, but the Scriptural Refearches continue

the period without the leaft interruption)
" however

dif-

(/) Huglics, p. u,,
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<c
difplcafing thofe circurnftances may be to his Fa-

<c
rherJy Providence, as they appear to have been in

cc the Cafe of Hagar; who, in alleviation of her
"

fufferings and affliction, was promifed the honour
<c of being the Mother of a numerous progeny,
" branched out afterwards into twelve powerful
cc
kingdoms," (;;*). Nothing but the moft fettled

defign to deceive his Reader could ever have in-

duced Mr. Hughes to reprefent the Author of the

Scriptural Refearches ajfirwing, that the Almighty
God has not only given his Janclion to the Slave -Trade,
but alfo to that cruelty and oppreffion which too gene-

rally attend it ; when in the very words, he lias fo

malicioufiy fuppre{Ted,he finds him declaring in the

moil unequivocal terms, that fuch amending circum-

ftances, inftead of meeting the approbation of God,
are efpecially difpleafing to his fatherly providence, as

they appear to have been in the Cafe of Hagar, from
the fubfequent circumflance mentioned in the paf-

iage as an alleviation of her Jufferings and afflic-

tion.

SIXTH IMPUTATION.

*fhe duthcr of the Scriptural Refearches concludes

the licitnefs of the Slave-Trade fromJeveral inftances

of that Traffic, regiflered in the Sacred Books, not

Icing exprefsly condemned by any of the hfyired
Writers.

VIII. THE whole weight of two-thirds, at lead,

ofmy Opponents arguments reds on the fuppofition
of

(m] Script. RefearcbevS p. 15.
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of this pretended fact ; which, however confidently

advanced, and made even the fubject of dry, in-

fipidj and prophane pleaiantry, by my very religious
and very facetious Antagonifts,

1

is yet by no means
deducible from any part of the Scriptural Refearches.

There is not one Scriptural Infrance of the Slave-

Trade to be met with in the Scriptural Refearches,
the licitnefs of which reds folely on the bare ground
of mere negative Divine approbation, The-negative

approbation of the Written Word of God, refpect-

ing the conduct of ABRAHAM, JOSEPH, and JOSHUA,
the only three Inftances of the kind, where the

filenceof the Infpired Writers is adduced as aftrong

prefumption in favour of the rectitude of their pro-

ceedings, is ib far from being alledged as an abfor-

lure proof by itfelf of the undoubted rectitude of

their conduct, that, in every particular inftance, it

is immediately followed by a train of pofitive Scrip-
tural arguments, evincing the pofitive fanction of

the Word of God, and thereby confirming in a de-

cifive manner the prefumption which was in their

favour from the filence of the Infpired Writers, not

condemning their conduct by any direct or diftant

intimation of God's difpleafure. This pofitive

fanction, grounded on 'pofitive decifions and autho-

rities of the WT
ritten Word of God, is what the

Scriptural Refearches conftantly infift upon ; and it

is from the irrefragable evidence of fuch pofitive

fanctions, eftablifhed in the VIIth DATUM, that they
conclude the inherent intrinfic licitnefs of the Slave-

Trade.

IX. NEITHER can it be urged in juftification of

the above Imputation, that the Scriptural Refearches

attempt to prove the licitnefs of the Slave -Trade in

the
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the New Law by the negative argument of the uni-

form filence of the New Teilament againfl the illi-

citnefs of it (#). The Scriptural Reiearches in the

place alluded to, oppofe the red filence of the In-

fpired Writers of the New Teftament reflecting the

illicitnefs of the Slave-Trade, to the fuppofed filence

of the fame refpedting the licitnefs of it, which the

enemies to that Trade have fo confidently advanced,
and as confidently concluded from it, that, there

being nothing in the New Teftament that can be

produced in j
unification of the Trade, the Profef-

fors of Chriftianity are not juflifiablc in the profecu-
tion of it. It is to invalidate the force of this ne-

gative argument, foundedonafalfefuppe/ttionj that

the Scriptural Refearches urge the argument alluded

to ; which, from the fame negative principle, not of

fuppofed) but real, filence refpecling the pretended
illicitnefs of the Slave-Trade, proves with greater

force, that it bears no oppofition whatever to the

principles of the Chriftian Law.---But fo far are the

Scriptural Refearches from refting the licitnefs of

the Slave-Trade, with reference to Chriftians, on
the evidence of mere negative arguments, that even

the preceding negative inference becomes at laft,

from collateral ci*cumfiances, a ftubborn pojitive

argument in favour of that Trade (o)-> and is fur-

ther itrengthened by fuch pofiti've declarations of the

Written Word of God, as have hitherto baffled

every attempt of my Antagonifts to wreft their ob-

vious meaning and authority.

SEVENTH

(z?) Script. Refearches, p. 5256
(0} Script. Refearches, p. 56.
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S EV E X T II I M P U T AT I O NT .

Tbe Author of the Scriptural Rejetircbes LOUeludes

tie
licitnefs of tie Slave-Trade under tbs Cbrlftian

on^ from the Jar/: 3 bein^ permitted to the Pro-

of both the former Laxs, Natural and Mo-
Jan.

X. WHOEVER has had the patience to penile the

pamphlets of my Opponents, cannon but agree
with me, that the bulk of their objections to the

J >o6lrine of the Scriptural Reiearches retls entirely on
the fuppofition of this and the next preceding Impu-
tation : and yet it is mod evident, that there is as

little room in the Scriptural Refearches to juftify that

fuppofition in one inftance, as there is to juftify it

in the other. If this groundlefs and fundamental

fuppofition of theirs has no better fource than a pre-
meditated defign to impofe on the judgement of the

Public, they ought, upon conviction, to be treated

as impoftors j but, if it be the effe6r. of ignorance,
or want of fufficient penetration, which I am chari-

tably inclined to believe may be the cafe, they are

certainly entitled to commiferation and pity : and.,

in either cafe, they fhould, if poflible, be made
fenfible of their error. The following eclaircifTe-

ment will, I hope, have this effect on fuch of their

Readers, as may have inadvertently fallen into the

fnare.

XI. IT i. unquestionably true, that feveral things,
not only of typical but moral tendency, were per-
mitted aind even commanded in the Old Law, which

are no longer fo under the Chriftian Difpenfation,
but are even forbidden to the ProfefTors of the

Go 1 pel : and therefore, to conclude from fuch per-
miffion
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mifTion or injunction, that whatever was once per-
mitted or enjoined to the Profeffbrs of the Natural

and Mofaic Laws, is equally permitted an enjoined
to Chriltinns, would be an abferd, an impious infe-

rence, diametrically op polite to the principles of

Christianity. But it is equallv unqueftionable from

the confhint tenour of the Sacred Writings, that

there were feveral tilings, fome commanded, and

others (imply lawful, without any pofitive injunction,
to the Profeffors of both the former Laws, which are

equally commanded and equally lawful to the Pro-

feffors of the Gofpel ; not merely becaufe they were

commanded or were permitted to the former, but

becaufe the things themfelves were intrinfically and

in their nature juft and lawful, and have been either

confirmed a -new, or never abrogated by the

Chriftian Law.

XII. THIS very fundamental diftindtion, which,
however vifible in the feries of the Scriptural Re-

fearches, has been confounded or overlooked by every
one of my Opponents, either through ignorance or

defign, will enable every candid Reader to fee the

manifeft injuftice of the above Imputation. ---It is

true, the Scriptural Refearches conclude the intrinfic

licitnefs of the Slave-Trade, or that it is effentially

jtift
in its nature, from the fame being pracYifecl by

Abraham, Jofeph, and the Children of Ifrael,

under the pofitive ianclion and approbation of God,
attefted by many exprefs and pofitive declarations of

his Written Word ; but it is utterly falfe, that they

conclude, that the fame is lawful to Chriftians,

merely becaufe it was lawful to them , for, as it is

evident from feveral practices of the Old law, a

Q^2 thing
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thing may be intrinjically licit in its nature, and

lawful to ibme perfons to p radii fe it, ^nd yet the

fame may not be lawful to others, notwithstanding
its intrinfic licitnefs. There is no part of the Scrip-
tural Refearches, where any fuch inference is drawn.

They conclude indeed,
cc

That, fmce neither the
" Son of God, being himfelfGod, nor his Difci-
<(

pies commilTioned to teach his Doctrine, could
f( ever alter the intrinf.c nature of Right and Wrong;
" once the practice of Slavery, or the Slave-Trade,
<c had been exprefsly declared by the Father cffen-
cc

tially jufl and lawful in the Sacred Writings ot
" the Old Law, which the Son did not come to dej-
c -

troy but to fulfil> it was abfolutely impofTible,
C that either He or his Difcipies fhould declare it

" unlawful and unjuft in. the Writings of the New,
cc the principles of both the Laws, refpecting the
"

intrinfic nature of .Right and Wrong, Juftice and
((

Injuflice, being invariably the faine"(^).--But
even from this evident invariablenefs of the intrindc

licitnefs of the Slave- Trade, there is no concluiion

ever drawn in the Scriptural Refearches, that the pro-
fecution of it is therefore lawful to Chriftians

-,
but

only from the profecution itfelf not only not having
been abrogated, but being exprefsly confirmed and
ratified by the pofitive fanction of divine authority
in the Sacred Records of the New Law(^).

It is from this principle, from which every Chrif-

tian concludes the prefent lawfulnefs of all fuch
other practices as are common to him with the Pro-
fefTors of the Old Law, that the Scriptural Re-
fearches conclude alfo that the profecution of the

Slave-

(p) Script. Refearches, p. 55, 56.

(q) Script. Refearches, p. 56, &c.
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Slave-Trade Is now lawful to the Profeffors of the

Gofpel. How extremely different this conciufion

is from that which the Implication imports, and how

unjuit of courfe the imputation itfeif mud be, I

leave the candid Reader to judge.

XIII. THESE are fome of the groiTefr. Imputations
which my religious Antagonists, in their zeal for the

intcrefts of modern Humanity, not at all -incompa-
tible, it feems, with mifreprefentation and calumny,
have deemed expedient to lay to the charge of my
Scriptural Refearcn.es. To enumerate and expofe
them all would be an endlefs, and, indeed, an un-

necelTary tafk ; fince thofe J have already pointed
out, are a fufncient caution to the Public to miPirud

even their mod piaufibie allegations. Whether their

invention has been more iuccefsful in what they
have ventured to object to the real Doctrine of the

Scriptural Rcfearches, {hall be impartially difcufled

in the Article that follows next.

ARTICLE
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ARTICLE II.

OBJECTIONS to the DOCTRINE of the SCRIP-

TURAL RESEARCHE sfairlyjlated and confuted.

J. f
j AHE vifible difunion of my Antagonifts

X among themfelves, their frequent clafhing
with each other's opinions, as well as with their

own, denying in one place what they afTerted in

another, maintaing fome as undoubted truths what
others condemn with the warmeft indignation, do

not feem to prefage infallible fuccefs to the caufe

they have attempted to defend ; unlefs they have

fome very fubftantial realbns to call in queftion, as

they have done with other authorities ofequal weight,
the truth of that divine Decifion, If a kingdom be

divided againft itfelf, that kingdom cannotftand-, and if
an hcufe be divided againft itfelfy that houfe cannot

ftand ; and ifSatan rife up againft himfelf, and be divi-

ded, he cannotJland, but hath an end(r}. That thefe

unnatural diviflons, joined to the artificial irregulari-

ty of their objections, iiudioufly mifplaced to break

the force and connexion of the oppofite arguments,
muft greatly prejudice their Caufe, will be eafily

perceived, if we dfcufs them in the fame regular

order, in which the feveral parts of the Subject are

connected with each other in the Scriptural Re-
fearches .

OBJEC-

(r) Mark, c.' 3. vv: 24, 25, 26.
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OBJECTIONS to the DOCTRINE of the

DATA.

II. Mil. HUGHES is the only one of my brave

Antagonists, who has had the good fenfe not to at-

tempt a formal fiege of the obnoxious Data, though
he feems to view that fortrcfs with an invidious

eye (j) : the reft, by rafhl/ engaging in the attack,

have not only proved themfelves unequal to the taflc

of fubverting any one fingle pofition, but have

miferably betiayed their own ignorance and impiety.

i. It is objefted to the firft,
cc that the

fc
Holy Bible, bcficics the unerring decifions

cc of the Word of God, contains hiftorical fadts
" both of a virtuous and of a vicious conduct,
<c and that even feme of thofe decifions are appli-
cc cable only to particular times and perfons." (/)

But what is this to the purpofe ? Does the Da-
tum declare, that the Holy Bible contains nothing
but the unerring decifions of the Word of God, or

that thofe decifions are applicable to all times and

perfons ? Not a word on either fubjed. Or does

it follow, that, becaufe the Bible contains hiftorical

fadts, and decifions not applicable to all times and

perfons, it does not therefore contain the unerring
decifions of the Word of God ? Would it be falfe

to fay, that the Bible contains che Five Books of

Mofes, becaufe it contains other Books befides ? It

was fufficient for the fubjedt of the Scriptural Re-
fearches to confine the Datum to thofe uerring de-

cifions ; becaufe it was from fuch decifions, vifible

in every difpenfation, that the licitnefs of the Slave-

Trade was to be demonftrated in the feries of the

Work.

2. //

(s) Hughes, p, 3. (/) Script, Refut. p. 7.



2. /.' is not true, fay the dogmatical Triumviri in

Opposition to the Second, that the Decifinns of the

Old and New Teftament are of equal authority,, fur
'that the former is always controlled by the latter (#).

If fo, thefe two impious confequences muft ne-

cciTarily follow : ift. That either the unerring deci-

fions of the Old Teftament, or thofe of the New,
are not of Divine authority ; fince the authority of

the one is faid not to be equal to that of the other, sd.

That, fince the Old Teftament is always controlled

by the New, every thing contained in the former is

confcquently controlled by the latter ; for inftance,

the whole DECALOGUE. ---What a noble fyftem of

Theology this ! No wonder, if, upon this blafphe
mous principle, this motley Conclave of Law and

Gofpel have fo preremptorily decided, that the two

firft pofitions MZ fundamentally falfe (#).

3. All that is objected to the four next pofitions
is perfectly impertinent to the fubject. It is faid,
<c

that, in any thing that the Scriptures decide to be
"

intrinficaily good or bad, we have the liberty to
"

enquire, whether it be really fo declared : that we
<c art liable to miftake practices, not pofidvely cen-
ff

fured, for fuch decifions of intrinfic goodnefs: that,
<c before we practice any thing fanfbioned by fuch
cc

decifions, we muft confider under what circum-
" fiances thofe decifions were made, and how far
f<

they are applicable to our conduct (j): that, when
<c they have u reference to a particular perfon or-na-
<c

tion, they ought not to be indifcriminately applied
<c to other perfons or nations, and, that to do other-
cc

v/ife, would be converting the Book of the Old
cc Teftament into a general voucher for the licitnefs

" of

(} Script. Rcfut.-p. 7. (*) Ibid. (3) Ramfay, p. 4.
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<c of almoft every crime" (tf). What harm thefe

learned Comments can do the doftrine of my Data,
is more than I can well comprehend; fmce there is

not the lead ambiguous word in any of them, that

can be conftrued even to infmuate what the Com-
mentators would fain conclude without adducing a

fingle proof, viz. that we are not to enquire, whe-^

ther any particular practice is or is not really fane-

tioned by the Word of God ; that we are not liable

to miftake uncenfured practices for approbative de-

cifions ; or that we are to apply to ourfelves incon-

fiderately and indifcriminately whatever we find fanc-

tioned in the Sacred Writings, even when confined

to the ficuation of a particular perfon or nation.

Till thefe afTertions are demonltrated to be the real

Doctrine of the Data, the Data themfelves are abun-

dantly fufficient to contradict them.

4. FROM the dodbine of the Seventh Datum,
which appears to be one of the mod obnoxious to

my zealous Antagonifts, // wouldJeem, fays the Con-
iiftorial Triumvirate, that all attions praftifed under

the Jewijh Difpenfation by theJanttion of divine autho-

rity, areintrinfically and univerfally right, and may
be virtuoufly praffifed fry all mankind indifcriminately
in all future timesy and on all occafions -,

even crimes

of the deep eft dye : for themofl evident and incontefti*

lie authorities may be felected from the Books of the

Old Teftament, not only for the layofulnefs of lying,

theft, polygamy, andfornication, but of the more atro-

cious crimes of murder, adultery, and revenge ().
The objection juft refuted is here repeated once more

the addition of blafphemies of the firft rank :

R for

(a] Script, Refut. p, 9. (b) Ibidem, p. 10, 15.
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for we are told in exprefs words, that the moft evi-

dent and inconteflible authorities might beJelecledfrom
the books of the Old ^eflament for the lawfulnefs of

lyingy theft, fornication, murder, adultery',
and re-

venge : or, in other words, that the HOLY ONE,
who is of-purer eyes than to behold evil, and cannot

look on iniquity (c) 9 did pofuively approve and au-

thorize the perpetration offuch enormities under the

Mofaic Difpenjation. An imputation this on the

unimpeachable Sanctity of God, horrid even to think

of ! but neceflary, it feems, to protect the rights of

modern Humanity.

As a proof of this profligate doctrine the inceftu-

ous intercourfe of the two daughters of Lot is ad-

duced ; which is faid not only to pafs free from the

leaft JJjadow of reprehenfion, but that the offspring be-

came the founders of two powerful nations(d). But

where is the pofitive fanclion of divine authority for

the lawfulnefs of the act ? Is it'becaufe it pafies free

from the leaft Ihadow of reprehenfion, that it is fup-

pofed to have the fan&ion of that authority? But
this would only be a negative fan&ion at the belt.

But even this negative fanction cannot be ad-

mitted in the cafe before us i fince the Sacred Wri-
ter is To aware of the reprehenfibility of the aft it-

felf, that he acquits Lot from all wilful participation
in the guilt, becaufe he did it ignorantly, or, to ufe

his own words, becaufe He perceived not when they

lay down, nor when they arofe (e) ; which would have

been a needlefs apology, if the intercourfe itfelf had

been lawful and innocent. Or is it, that the act

has the pofitive fanction of divine authority, becaufe

the

(t) Habakkuk, c. i. v. 13. (d) Script. Refut. p. it, 12.

(e) Gen. c. 19 vv. 33, 35.
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the offspring became the founders of two powerful
nations? If foj the fubfequent profperity of any

fpurious Child muft henceforth be confidered as a

moft evident and inconteftible divine authority for the

lawfulnefs of that commerce, to which he owes his

exiftence. This deteftable proof alone of a doc-
trine Hill more deteftable, is a conclufive argument,
without appealing to others which I fhall hereafter

notice, of the very dark complexion of my anony-
mous Antagonifts.

5. THE fpiteful locality of Mr. Ramfay's harm-
lefs Commentaries on the remaining Data, fliews

neither the Gentleman nor the Scholar (/) : I fhall

therefore pafs them over in filent contempt. A ve-

ry fmgular argument is urged againft them by the

namelefs Refuters :
<c A fort of maxim has prevailed,

"
Jay tbeje Sage Dictators, that it is improper to rea-

<c fon from the abufe of any given fubjecl: againft the
<c ufe of it; but it will furely be granted, that a
<c

pronenefs to abufe is itielf ftrong evidence, that
"

fomething is wrong in the principle. Our Savi-
"

our, Jay they, has taught us to judge of the caufe
"

by its effects, and not to fuppofe that could be
"

right in its principle, which was manjfeftly wrong
" in its confequences. A good tree* fays he, cannot
<c

bring forth evil fruit, neither can a corrupt tree bring
"

forth good fruit ; therefore by their fruits ye fhall
" know them" (g). The minor and the confequence
of this nugatory argument are fupplied by fubmit-

ting to the Author of the Data the determination of
R 2 thofe

(f) Ramfay, p. 5, 6.

(g) Matt, 7, vv. 18, 20,



thofe fruits which the African Slare-trade has pro-
duced

I fay/ that the argument is nugatory',
and might

with the greatcft propriety call it alfo captious and

alfei becaufe the fuppofition, on which it is built,

is erroneous in the extreme : the application of it to

a particular inftance will fliew it to demonftration.
tc There is nothing, perhaps, which men have (hewed
"

agreater pronenefs to abufe than true Religion ; but
cc

pronenefs to abufe is itjelfftrong evidence that fome-
f

thing is wrong in the principle : fomething there-
f c fore is wrong in the principle of true Religion.
As from the famples I have hitherto feen of the Di-

alectical powers of my anonymous friends, I have no

reafon to flatter myfelf, that they will eafily difcover

where the fallacy of this retorfion lies, founded en-

tirely on their own pofition, I beg leave to obferve

for their information, that Pronenefs to abufe is itfelf

ftrong evidence, thatfomething is wrong in the principle,
not of the thing abufed, but of the perfon who abufes
it : the very word fd abufe fuppofes the thing abufed
to be good in itfelf. We are likewiie taught by our

Divine Saviour to judge of the tree by its fruits, of

the Caufe by its effects ; but we are never taught to

attribute thefe effects but to the real Caufe that pro-
duces them : for inftance, in the cafe ofmen abufing
true Religion, and thereby producing effects attended

with the worft of confequences, we are not to attri-

bute thefe fatal effects to Religion, but to the abufe of

it, which indeed is the true and only caufe of fuch

effects. The maxim then infifted on in the im-

pregnable Data, that it is improper to reafon from the

abufe of any givenfubjeff againft the ufe of it, remains

flill firm and unaffected.

III. IT

(b) Script. Refut. p, 16, 17.



t

III. IT teems, that the flow and unfuccefsful at-

tempts made by Mr. Ramfay and the anonymous
Refuters to combat the Data one by one, have fee

the impetuous Minifter of St. John's on rallying
all his forces, and refolving on a general aiTault. In

effect, with matchlefs confidence, he is now ready
to demonftrate to the Public, that, if they would

only read in the Data PERSECUTION for SLAVE-

TRADE, /e Data are equally applicable to his defign^

which is not lefs than that of Shewing the Licitnefs of

PERSECUTION, as conformable to the principles of Re-

vealed Religion delineated in the Sacred Writings of
the Word of God (/).---This certainly is a very hof-

tile deflgn: whether the execution of it is as fuccefT-

ful as that is formidable, will loon appear to the

Reader.

Let us, in compliance with his requeft, fubftitute

the word Perfection for that of Slave-Trade in the

very firft Datum, where the latter is found : it hap-

pens to be the Vllth; this then will read as follows
{C

That, if one or more Decifions of the Writ-
" ten Word of God give a pofitive ianclion
cc to the intrinfic licitnefs of any human purfuit
"

(for inftance, PERSECUTION), whoever profefies
c< to believe the incontrovertible veracity of the
<c Written Word of God, efientially incompatible
tr with the lead degree of injuftice, mud confe-
"

quently believe the purfuit itfclf to be intrinfically
<c

juft and lawful in the ftri&eft fenfe of the word."

But Perfecution, fubfumes the incautious M. A., has

certainly thefanftion of divine authority in its fupport
in the VIItl Chapter of Deuteronomy, v. i 6: it is

therefore

fij ba p, 124, 123.
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therefore intrinjlcally juft and lawful in the JlriReft

Jenfe of the word(k).- Whatever reafons Mr. Dan-
nett may have had to fupprefs the words to which
he appeals, I cannot think of following his example.

They are the following :

" When the Lord thy God fhall bring thee into
" the land whither thou goeft to pofTefs it, and hath
c caft out many nations before thee, the Hittites,
c and the Girgafhites, and the Amorites, and the
" Canaanites, and the Perizzites, and the Hivites,
" and the Jebufites, feven nations, greater and

mightier than thou : and when the Lord thy God
" fhall deliver them before thee, thou (halt fmitc
" them, and utterly deflroy them, thou flialt make
" no Covenant with them, nor fhew mercy unto
" them. Neither fhalt thou make marriages with
" them : thy daughter thou flialt not give unto his

"
fon, nor his daughter fhalt thou take unto thy

" ion. For they will turn away thy fon from fol-

"
lowing me, that they may ferve other Gods : fo

" will the anger of the Lord be kindled againft you
" and deftroy thee fuddenly. But thus fhall ye deal
" with them ; ye fhall deflroy their altars, and

break down their images, and cut down their

"
groves, and burn their graven images with fire."

If Mr. Dannett infifts, that thefe words are a di-

vine fan&ion to the licitnefs of Perfecution^ he mufl

grant, of courfe, that the cteltruftion of the feven

devoted nations was an aft of Perfection ; but this

deitruction was certainly an aft of Divine Jufticey

whereGod himfelfwas the principalAgent, for it is ex-

prefsly

(k) Dannett, p. 124, &c.
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prefsly faid, that He bimfelf was to caft them out be-

fore bis people, that He bimfelf was to deliver them

before the Israelites, whom he had cliofcn the inftru-

ments of his Juftice : therefore the Almighty him-
felf was the foie and real PERSECUTOR in the Cafe.

-Whether this unavoidable conclufion, if ever

forefcen by the fneering Mr. Dannett, does not ar-

gue a more fettled defign to libel the great Author

of human nature, than that he would fain impute to

the Author of the Scriptural Refearchts (/), is not

very difficult to determine $ any more than it is to

conclude, that the boafted overthrow of the Data

by onlyfiibftituting one Word for another, is a mere

empty bravado, the child of ignorance and pre-

iumption.

OBJECTIONS to the ARGUMENTS drawn from

the CONDUCT of ABRAHAM and JOSEPH.

IV. THE whimfical hypothefes ofmy Antagonifts,

rcfpe&ing the nature and circumftances of Hagar's
fervitude, how fhe became Abraham's property ;

who her mother was or might be ; where fhe was

born, whether in the North-Eaft part of Egypt or

elfewhere ; how far fhe was advanced in her preg-

nancy at the time of her elopement, for the Minifter

of St. John's, relying peradventure on fome old

Aphorifm of his Original Profefilon, is very pofitivc
that

(I) Dannett, p.
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that fhe was only with an embrio-child at that very
time j &c. (#/); thefe curious hypothefes, I fay, not

being very interefting, nor warranted by the Sacred

Writings, are not certainly worth my notice : She
was an Egyptian, fays the Scripture, a bond-woman
to Abraham, and bad conceived before fhe left her

Mailer's houfe (). Her cafe is what concerns the

prefent Controversy ; and fuch is the weight of con-

viftion, that it carries along with it in fupport of

the intrinlic licitnefs of the Slave-Trade, that, ex-

cept the anonymous Refuters, who have prudently
waved the difcufiion of the principal circumftance

that attends it, the reft have all agreed to oppofe
the very letter of .Scripture under a pretence that

they cannot fee what is fo very vifible to every body
elfe. Moles, as well as perfons afflicled with fore

eyes, can never face the light.

They tell us with unbounded afTurance, that the

conduct of Hagar was not condemned by the Re-

prefentative of God, as faid by the Author of the

Scriptural Refearches ; that not a fyllable appears of

fuch condemnation or reproof in the words of the

heavenly MefTenger addrefled to Hagar, who de-

daring that fhe fled from the face of her Mif-
trefs Sarai, was immediately ordered by Him, To
return pnto ber Miftrefs, and tojubmit herjelf ynder
her hands : the moft tender good-natured friend,

fay they, could not have given her a kinder advice,
or exprefs it in terms more free from reproach (0) :

juft as if the kindert admonition of a friend (even

taking the words of the Angel in the mod favour-

able

f/w/Dannett, jp.
11.

(n) Gen. c. 16. vv. i 6. c. 21, 12.

(o) Hughes, p. 9. Dannett, p. 12.
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able fenfe) directing another to return to his duty,
were not a manifeft condemnation of the latter's

conduct in deviating from it. Neither can the An-

gel's words be tortured to mean, as they are by
Mr. Dannett's Paraphrafe upon them, that Jhe bad

betterfubmit to tbe cruelty and caprice ofa rival wife,,

than to forjake her hufband to whom Jhe was legally

married, and peri/h through hunger together with her

unborn infant (a) ; for, befides'there is no hint given
in Scripture, that fhe was in any fuch danger, the

fubfequent conduct of the Angel foon after her

emancipation, entirely defeats the purpofe of this

evafive paraphrafe. She was then as legally married
to Abraham as (he had been before, and Ihe was

really perifhing through want with Ifhmael her fon

.(b): and yet we do not find, that the Angel gave her

any fuch paraphraftical advice ; neither did he order

her to return unto her Miftrefs, andjubmit herfelf
under her hands ; becaufe Ihe was then free, and
was no longer bound in duty to return to her former

Matter's houfe, as fhe had been at the time of her

elopement.

If after this ocular demonftration my antagonifts
(till perfifl, that not a fyllable of condemnation or re-

proof appears in the Angel's words to Hagar, they
muft be ihort-fighted indeed ! I remember to have
heard ofa confequential fhort-fighted Cobbler, who,
unable to work without the help of glafles, loft a

confiderable part of a day's work in looking for his

fpectacles, which happened to be on h's very nofe all

the while.

S V. FROM

(a) Dannett, p. 12.

[&] Gen, c. 21. vv. 1419.
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V. FROM the circumftances of Hagar's cafe, the

Scriptural Refearches draw this final inference
"

i hat the Slave-Teade, even when attended with
cc circurnilances not altogether conformable tc the
"

feelings of humanity, is effentially confident with
" the facred and unalienable rights of juftice ; and has
" the pofitive landion of God in its fupport $ how-
" ever difpleafmg thofe circumftances may be to his
<c

Fatherly Providence, as they appear to have been
<c in the Cafe of Hagar ; who, in alleviation of her
c

fufferings and affliction, waspromifcd the honour
tc of being the Mother of a numerous progeny,
lf branched out afterwards into twelve powerful
f

Kingdoms." Every one of my candid Oppo-
nents, except Mr. Ramfay, has, for very obvious

reafons, fuppreffed the latter part, where thofe cir-

cumftances are faid to be difpleafmg to the Deity.
But let us fuppofe for a moment, that the words in

the Refearches are
j
uft as they are quoted by them.

What is there in this inference, that can make
the brave Mr. Dannett almoft tremble whilft he quotes

it, and call it a daring attack on the divine Charac-

ter ? What can make the pious Mr. Hughes thank

his Gody that his ideas of Juftice are as different from
this as light from darknefs ? Is it a theorem fo very

complicated, as not only to efcape the profound pe-
netration of Mr. Ramfay, but alfo to baffle the

joint underflandings of the fagacious Triumvirate,
who feem to have no conception of it (r) ?

It

(c) Dannett, p. 14: Hughes, p. 11. Ramfay, p.

Script. Refut. p. 34, 3$.
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It is fomewhat remarkable, that, differing as they
often do in other things, they Should all concur in

impugning with the greatefl vehemence this very
orthodox doctrine. That it is fuch in fact, will ap-

pear
evident to themeaneft capacity from the follow-

ing application of it to a Cafe equally obvious and
common. A man, by juit and legal contract, .mar-

ries a wife ; but fome time after, either wantonly,
or on fome trifling occafion of diiguft, deals hardly
"with her, as Sarai did with Hagar : would it be im-

proper to infer from the fituation of this married

couple, that MARRIAGE, even when attended with

circumftances not altogether conformable to the feelings

of humanity > is ejfentially confiflent with the facred
and unallenable rights of Juftice, and has the pojitive

JanRion of God in itsfupport ? No, by no means :

and why ? but becaufe the hufband's unkindnefs to

his wife does not fet afide the intrinfic juitice and le-

fality

of the original marriage-contract. It would
e an infult to common fenle to fay one fyllable

more on fo clear a fubject.

VI. THE uncommon wit and erudition of Mr.
Dannett forbid me to clofe this fubject without

taking fome notice of a Scriptural Anecdote, with

which he has favoured the Public. Had /, fays he,

enjoyed the honour of the Scriptural Refearchcrs ac-

quaintance^ I could have pointed out to him a dtftin-

guijhed Character of a much earlier period than Abra-
ham

-, of whom it may be affirmed wi-th much mere

truth., that he lived under the law of Nature : I mean
'

the illuftrious Nimrod, who appears to have been a

great Slave-Hunter in his day, and, not improbably , a

S 2 Slave-



tldve-Merchant (d). The Scriptural Refearcher

muft for ever regret, that Mr. Dannett fhould have

any reafon to difown his acquaintance ; he is thereby

deprived of fuch valuable hints, as would occafion-

ally point out to him the moil rational mode of in-

terpreting the Sacred Books. In effect, fingular as

the above anecdote may appear to the unlearned,
Mr. Dannett has the undoubted authority of Scrip-
ture on his fide, if I do not egregioufly mifrake his

ingenious allufion. I will juft put it, with his leave,

in the form of an Enthymeme, which, as a M. A.,
he can have no objection to. It runs thus :

cc The
cc

illuftrious Nimrod, fays ths Sacred Page, was a
C1

mighty Hunter before the Lord, Gen. c. 10. v. 9:
cc he was therefore a great Slave-hunter, and, not
c<

improbably, a Slave-merchant/* Every perfon,
who has the leaft dialeclical tincture, muft feel the

abfoiute necefllty of acquiefcing in the confequence:
and, by parity of reafon, the following Enthyrnemc
muft be allowed to be equally forcible and juft :

<c The equeftrian Minifter of St. John's is faid to
<c be a mighty Rider-, therefore he is a great Afs-
"

rider, and, not improbably, an Afs-merchant."

Or in the form of a fyllogifm :
cc

Mighty
* c Hunters are mighty Riders; but the Minifier of
" St. John's is a mighty Rider; he is therefore a
Cf
mighty Hunter, and, not improbably, went a-

"
hunting with Nimrod, mounted on his tame fteed

<c
richly caparifoned." I fcorn to give a more fe-

rious anfwer to fuch fenfelefs Rabbinic figments !
.

VII. WON-

(d) Dannett, p. 9, ic.
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VII. WONDERFUL is the variety of fvftems and

opinions, turns and quirks, of my difunited Anta-

gonids, to juftify their Caufe againit the contrary
evidence of Jofeph's purchafe of Pharaoh's fubjeds.

Except Mr. Hughes, who, with unhallowed free-

dom, fcruples not to call it the worft aftion upon re-

cord of an unenlightened Patriarch /V), one would al-

moft be tempted to imagine, that the red had all

been Members of Pharaoh's Privy Council, fo very
minute they are in giving us a mod circumftanu il

detail of fuch particulars reflecting Pharaoh's and

Jofeph's mod lecret motives and intentions, and
their political plans and meafures, as are no where

to be met with in the Sacred Records, and ought
therefore to be palTed over in filent admiration of

the Inventors deep erudition. They are indeed fb

very much harralTed to conciliate the Scriptural ac-

count with their favourite defign, that they even

call in quedion the authority of the Proteftant

Bible, and betake themfelves to fuch other Texts

and Tranflations as have no authenticity in their

Church (/): nay, Mr. Dannett goes even fo far, as

to fly for protection to the very Bible of the Church
of Rome (g) : 'the firft indance, perhaps, of a Cler-

gyman of the Church of England ^flying for pro-
tection to that fource !

VIII. Now, after fo many painful manceus s,

after fcribbling two dozen of pages, as docs i

Minider of St. John's, without advancing a^i

the

(e] Hughes, p. 14.

(f) Ramfay, p. 17, Dannett, p. 17, 18,

[g] Dannett, p. 18,



the doctrine of the Refearches one tittle more, than

what the Refearches themfelves have fo openly ad-

vanced and confuted refpecting the pretended vo-

luntary ceflion of the Egyptians (h) \ all that I find

objected to the point in queftion is, that Jofeph's

purchafe of Pharaoh's Subjects was not a forcible

purchafe in fact, and in ftrictnefs of language,

though they were forced, through dread of inevitable

death, tofubmit to Slavery : and wh> ? becaufe, fays

the over-acute Mr. Dannett, it would follow from

this principle,
that all contracts entered into upon

very ftrong motives are forcible (/'). A truly logical

conclufion ! But where is the proof, Rev. M. A.?

-Every body mull grant, that a man, for inftance,

actuated by a very ftrong motive of intereft, may or

may not, it he chufes, enter into an advantageous
contract : but can the fame be laid of a perfon, who
reduced to the necerTary alternative ofchafing either

inevitable death, or felling himfelf by contradt to

another, without poj/ibility
of avoiding both, yields

to the latter merely to avoid the former, though, if

left to his own choice, he would certainly avoid

both ? This then was the very cafe of the Egyp-
tians, when they contracted with Jofeph ; and on

account of the neceilary alternative to which they
were reduced, without pojfibility of avoiding both

the extremes, their contract is called in the Re-

fearches a forcible or an involuntary contract.- Nei-

ther is a forcible contract an implication in terms ;

becaufe the mutual confent and agreement of the

parties which a Contraff implies, when this word is

applied

(.*) Script. Refearches, p. 33, 34, 35.

v/) Dannett, p. 40.
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applied to fignfy a bargain, afate, or piirchafe, as is

in the cafe before us, has the fame identical import
as the mutual exchange of the commodities of the

parties ; which, whether perfectly free and voluntary
on the one part, and agreed to by the other againft
his own inclination, merely to avoid what he cannot

porTibly prevent, does not in the leafl derogate from
the true nature and efTence of a real Contract.

IX. THERE is nothing left unanfwerecl on thisO
head, but a demi -objection from Mr. Hughes ; who,

having fo daringly condemned . the conduct of

Jofeph in this tran (action, will not even fuffer the

Pfalmiil co intimate the leait approbation of ir, and

charges the Author of the Refearches with abjolute

faljhood for faying that he does. TheRefearcher, fays

he, refers the Reader to Pfalm cv. v. 1624 yiubere not

one word is to befound ofthis tranjaftion between Jofepb
and the Egyptians, not even the msfl remote allufion to

it (). What ? not even a wordy or the moft remote

allujion ? What then does the Pfalmift mean by
relating with fo much praife the wifdom of Jofeph's
administration during that general famine, a very

principal part of which was this very tranfaction ?

What does he mean by extolling with fuch com-
mendations and ftrefs his power fo bind theprinces at

his pleafurey of the exercife of which power the

Pfalmift had no other infbance to allude to but the

very tranfaction we are fpeaking of ? If ever Mr.

Hughes favours the Public with a fecond Edition of

his

(k) Hughes, p. 16.



his elegant performance, I would advife him to in-

fert this demi-objection among the other Errata.

OBJECTIONS to the ARGUMENTS drawnfrom
the Books of EXODUS, LEVITICUS, and

JOSHUA.

X. NONE of my Antagonifts have judged expe-
dient to meddle with the authorities of Exodus, and

Leviticus, but the Minifter of St. John's : for,

though Mr. Ramfay has juft hinted that of Exodus,
the only Jingle line he has advanced to fet it afide, is

in direct contradiction with the Scriptures : for, ob-

jecting to himfelf the latter part of that Authority,
from which the Scriptural Refearches conclude, that

if a Hebrew Slave had married a wife with the .confent

of his Mafter, both /he and her children became the

Mafter's property for ever (I}, This, fayshe,feems
not -to be candidly expre/fcd -,

this wife muft .have been

a Heathen Slave (m). But is Mr. Ramfay fuch a

novice in the Scriptures, as not to know, that the

Hebrews were forbidden by their law to marry the

heathen ? (;;).

XI. THE myfterious filence of my other Oppo-
nents is very amply compenfated by the infufrerable

verbofity of Mr. Dannett, who has blurred full fif-

teen

{/) Script. Refearches p. 34.

(m) Ramfay, p. 23.

(} Exod. 34. 16. Deut. 7, 3.
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teen long pages in attempting to confute what the

Scriptural Refearches have proved in two. He ob-

jefls (o)

i ft. That cc an indigent Hebrew fold to a Brother,
" was not in any Jenfe of the word a true and real

cc Slave ; becaufe the Mailer was ordered not to com-
"
pel him toferve as a bond-fervant but as an hired fer-

fc want :" juft, as if the nature of his condition, which

was that of a perfon bought with money, could under-

go a total change by the Mafter
, being commanded

to treat him with peculiar humanity : he certainly

was not a hiredJewant
-,
what was he then, but a

Slave ?

2d. That,
fc for whatever caufe he was fold,, even

" for theft, he was in the loweft Jenfe his Matter's

"property; becaufe it was commanded by divine
"

authority, that if a manjmite out his .manJervant's
<c or his maidjervanfs tooth-, he Jhall let him go free

"for his tooth's fakey Exod. 21. -17." But here, as

in many other places, he has overfhot his mark ; for

it is evident from the very letter of this penal Law,
that before the Hebrew fervant received that injury,
he was not free ; that is, he was a bond-man

-,
and as

fuch, the Mailer's real property : and, that as foon as

the Mailer Jmote out his tooth, he then recovered his

freedom, and the Mafter loft the property of him in

punifhment of his feverity. Whilft the Mafter kept
within the bounds of the Law, the Hebrew thus

bought by him was as much his property in the ftrift--

eft fenfe of the word, as had been the money which he

gave for him , in fo much, fays the fame Divine.

T Law-

(o) Dannett, p. 50 5$*
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Law-giver, that if a man fmite his fervant, or bis

maid with a rody and he die under his hand, he /hall
be Jurelv punt/bed : notwithflanding, if he continue a

day or two, be Jhall not be punijhed, for he is his

money, (p)

3d.
cc A true and real Slave cannot have any pro-

cc
perty of his own : but if the Hebrew fervant came

<c in married, the Mafter had no property in his wife
" and children, whom the Mafter was obliged to
<c maintain during the fervitude of his Slave, though"

they were not his Slaves, and who went out with
cc the Slave ;" here the confequence is wanted,

which, to anfwer his purpofe, muft be this,
cc There-

<c fore the Hebrew fervant, who came in married, was
( no Slave :" and yet, this very incoherent Logician
tells us twice in his Minor, that he really was a
Slave ; for the Mafter, fays he, was obliged to main-

tain, during the lervitude of his Slave, his wife and

children, who went out with the Slave. Belides this

glaring inconfiftency, not much to the credit of a

M. A. there are two things in his curious fyllogifm,
which he has barely aflerted without a proof: the

firft is, that a true and real Slave cannot have any
property of his own : and the fecond, that the Mafter
was obliged to maintain the wife and children of his

Slave during his fervitude : both which proportions,

being deftitute of all proof, I have, at leaft, as great
a right to deny them, as he can prefurne to have for

averting them. This however I muft obferve, that,

if his firft propofltion be true, both he and his fellow-

labourers have greatly mifled the Public, and mifpent
fo much of their precious time, in combating an ima-

ginary

(p) Exod. 21. vv. 20, 21,
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ginary phantom of Slavery, a windmill for a giant :

fince it is an undoubted fact, that the Slaves in the

Weft-Indies may all have, and mod of them have,
fome property of their own , fo that, in conformity
to Mr. Dannett's dodrine, there is no fuch a thing
in the Weft-Indies as a real and true Slave.

4th.
<c The Hebrew Mafter, Jay the Refearches,

" had an undoubted right and power to fell his He-
<c brew Slave to another perfon, becaufe he was his
<c

property bought for a certain price." But Mr.
Dannett replies, that " as the Law is filent upon this
"

head, that right would depend on the nature of the
Cf contract ; and that, if the contract did not expref*
<c

it, he fees no reafon to allow fuch a latitude."

The Law did certainly and exprefsly allow fuch a

latitude to a fojourner or a ft ranger with refpedt to

his Hebrew Have (q) : what reafon then can Mr.
Dannett alledge for not allowing the fame latitude,

fb congenial with the right of property acquired by
a bargain, to a Hebrew M after with refpect to a
Slave of the fame defcription ?

5th.
cf The Law limiting the time of fervitude,

"fays Mr. Dannett, was efpecially peculiar to the He-
<(

brews, according to the Scriptural Refearches; why
cc was not the Law refpecting the Jervitude if/elfi
"

peculiar likewife?" The reafon is very obvious;
becaufe the Almighty, who was the framer of thofc

Laws, and is no way accountable for his Determina-

tions, either to Mr. Dannett, or any of his creatures,

made a pofitive diftindlion between them. But the

diftinffion, replies very pertly the hafty Minifter of
T 2 St,

(q) Levit. c. 25. vv. 4753-
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St. John's, is not expreffed or imflhd in the Laws

themfeives-y they both are given to the Hebrews} and
both refyeft the purchafc of Hebrew Slaves. Mr.
Dannett has told us fomewhere (r), that he has fre-

quently read the Law of Mofes ; and it appears from
this reply, that many a fchool-boy have done equal-

ly as much. Let Mr. Dannett read with fome atten-

tion from v. 47 to v. 55 of the XXVth Chapter of

LEVITICUS, and there he will find the dijiinftion he

denies, exfrtffed in the clearefc terms $ he will find,

that the Law refpe&ing the Servitude itfelf> even of

Hebrew Slaves (for fo Mr. Dannett himfelf calls

them, very inconfiftently with his former declara-

tions) is not exclusively peculiar to the Hebrews, but

extends likewife to the fojourners and ftrangers, who
are allowed the purchafmg of Hebrew Slaves, and

holding them as their property, till they be either

redeemed, or fet at liberty in the year of Jubilee.

6th. cc The Law of Exodus, urges Mr. Dannett,
<c does not fay, that the wife and children of an
<c

emancipated Hebrew Slave, became the Mailer's
cc

property for eter
-, for ever is a fupplement of the

" Refearcher's own, added to the text ; and is not
<c

true, taken in the ufual fenfe of the words ; be-
<f caufe in the fiftieth year, or the year of Jubilee,
<c

they obtained their liberty j conlequently, they
" were not to be Slaves for ever."- This quaint ob-

Tervation can have no 'manner of weight againft the

do&rine of the Scriptural Refearches, nnlefs 'Mr.

Dannett can prove, that the Author has either de-

clared or intimated any where, that the expreflion for
ever, when applied to the flavery of an Hebrew, is. to

be

(r} Dannett, p. 54.
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be taken in the ujual Jenje cf the words> fo as to ex-

prefs unlimited time or ferfetmty. But as the Author
has conftantly declared, agreeably to the tenour of

Exodus and" Leviticus, that an Hebrew could not be

a Slave to an Hebrew Matter in this unlimited Jenje
of the words ; the words for ever, not, as Mr. Danr
nett would fain impofe on the Reader, added as A

fupplement to the text, which is given in the Refearches

without any fupplement or addition, cannot be fup-

poled by any intelligent and candid Reader to have
been ufed in this place by the Author of the Re-
learches to convey any other idea, but that the wife

and children of the Hebrew Slave became the Mai-
ter's property to the utmoft extent of time that their

Slavery could continue, without even being entitled,

as were the other Hebrew Slaves, to the benefit of

the fabbatical year.

XII. FROM this fample of Mr. Dannett's Stric-

tures on the authority from the Book of Exodus, the

Reader cannot reafonably exped, that the arguments
in favour of the Slave-Trade drawn from that of Le-

viticus, will be very ably confuted by this fame Mr.
Dannett. He objects, (s)

i ft. That,
"

if, as the Author of the Refearches
"

declares, the Law of Leviticus does not only give a
" moft pofitive fanclion to the intrinfic licitneis of the
<c

Slave-Trade, but ieems farther to lay, as it were, ah
(C

injunction on the Children of Ifrael to profecute
<c that traffic ; it will follow, that they were as much
<f

obliged to buy perpetual Slaves of the nations
" round about them, and of the children of the

"
ftrangers,

(() Dannett, p. 63, 64, 70.
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*
ftrangers, as they were to obferve the Sabbath.'*

This fmgular inference is fo exactly logical, that had

Mr. Dannett lupprefTcd in the Title-page the two fa-

vourite initials tacked to his name, no one could have

poflibly doubted, but what it proceeded from a con-

iummate M. A. In effect, it runs thus in a fyllogif-

tical form,
cc The Law, according to the Refearcher,

"
Jeems to lay, as it were> an injunction on the

cc Children of Ifrael to prolecute the Slave-Trade un-
<c der a certain reftriction ; but the fame Law dees
<c not Jeem to lay, but does pofitively lay on the
xc Children of Ifrael, not as it 'were an injunction, but

( a formal peremptory precept and command to ob-
Cf ferve the Sabbath, without any reftriction whatever;
tc therefore the Children of Ifrael were as much
<c

obliged to buy perpetual Slaves of the nations
cc round about them, and of the children of the
<c

ftrangers, as they were to obferve the Sabbath/*

A very Apprentice in Logic muft be fenfible, that

the confequence is perfectly unconnected with the

premiles.

2d. cc To fhcw the futility of the Refearcher's in-
cc

terpretation of the Law he quotes, we will apply
<f

it> J&ys the incomparable Mr. Dannetty to another

;" injundtion, in which the expreffion is equally man-
* f

datory, Deut. xxv. 5 . If brethren dwell together,
cc and one of them die, and have no child, the wife of
f the dead Jhall not marry without unte a ftranger :

' c her hu/band's brother Jhall go in unto her, and take
" her to him to wife, &c. The Law-giver does not
"

fay, that the hu/band's brother MAY marry her,

." but that he SHALL take her to him to wife."

.What then ? Will Mr. Dannett deny, that this was a

pofitive



[ '59 ]

pofitive injunction in the Old Law ? If he does, as

he fecms to do, it is more than any one ever dkl be-

fore him ; and he may with equal propriety expLJe,
without diftindion, every pofitive injunction peculiar
to the Jews regiftered in the Book of Deuteronomy i

for the futility of the Refearcher's interpretation of
the mandatory exprefiion is equally applicable to then)
all.

3d.
ec The words of the Law, They Jhall le your

cc bond-men for ever, cannot mean. Jays Mr. Dannett,
<c that the Slaves bought of the heathen and ftrangers,
cc were to continue in bondage beyond the year of
(f

Jubilee j for then all Slaves regained their liberty,
* c both men and children." But is the Minifter of
St. John's fo lamentably deficient in Biblical know-

ledge, as not to know, that the Hebrews alone were

entitled to the privileges and benefit of the Jubilee?
Had there been no year of Jubilee from the days of

Jofhua to the time of King David? How came then

the Gibeonites to have remained in perpetual here-

ditary bondage during that long period of years, not-

withftanding the -benefit of
eight Jubilees, at leaft,

that mult have been proclaimed and celebrated

throughout the Land?

XIII. BUT even Jofhua's condu&, refpe&ing the

flavery of the Gibeonites, is objected to, as an in-

Itance not at all favourable to the Slave-Trade. It is

even retorted againft the Author of the Refearches,

who, according to his mode of proof, fays confidently
Mr. Hughes, hath actually demonjlrated, that Jo/hua
bad involved himfelf in the guilt ofperjury. ^The Re-

account of this matter^ urges this eminent

Logician^
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Logician, may le thusjummedup inform offyllogifm.
<c

Jofhua confirmed by oath a folemn league made
" with the Gibeonites, entitling them to the privi-
<c

leges and franchifes of free ailies; but Jofhua, in
" defiance of this league, reduced the Gibeonites to
" a ftate of Slavery : therefore Jofhua incurred the

f
f

guilt of perjury (t)." The fyllogifm would cer-

tainly be conclufivej if Mr. Hughes could demon-

flrate, that what he advances in his Major is the Re-
fearcher's account of the matter: but fortunately for

the Refearcher, and moft unluckily for the Rev.'

M. A. the Refearcher has no where advanced, that

Jofhua confirmed by oath a folemn league made with

the Gibeonites, entitling them to the privileges and
franchifes of free allies: he has advanced nothing
more, than that the Princes of the Congregation,
and not Jofhua, confirmed that league by oath, which

correfponds cxaclly with the Scriptural account;
where we find, that, before the Stratagem of the

Gibeonites was difcovered, Jojhua made peace ivitb

them, and made a league with them, to let them live,

and the Princes of the Congregation Jware unto them

(u). But

I ft.
cc Here is not a word, continues Mr. Hughes^

<( of privileges and franchifes of free allies; Jofhua
ff

(imply,made a league with them, to let diem live"

( w). But the Scripture fays, that he made both a

peace and a league: by the former their lives were

iecured; by the latter they became their allies, and-

as fuch entitled to the privileges and franchifes of

allies.

2d. " The

(t) Hughes, p. 23, 24, 25. (u) Jofhua, c; 9* v. 15.

(wj Hughes, p. 26.



2d. Cf The Gibeonifr- fay the anoymous Refuters,
<(

having been abfolutely delivered up to the power" of Joihua, who was authorized, and even com-
cc
manded, to deflroy them ; he could, with the per-

tf million of God, change that feverity of treatment
cc to a milder punifhmentj and from fuch change," the Gibeonites derived a great advantage, viz. the
(c

prefervation of their lives (w)" True : but where
does the Scripture infmuate, that Jofhua had any
fuch perrniflion from God ? No where that I can

find. Groundlefs fuppoiitions need only being ex-

pofed, but not refuted i they refute themfelves.

3d. The carping Minifler of St. John's will by no
means allow, that the Gibeonites were all configned

by Jofhua to perpetual and hereditary Slavery. .

" This hereditary Slavery, Jays he, is not at all im-
Cf

plied in the words unto this day. They were in-
" deed to be hewers of wood unto this day, viz. unto
" the day, when the Author of this Book (the Book
cc f Jofoua) wrote. It is the general opinion of the
" learned world, that this book was compofed by
<c

Jofhua, or, at lead, by one of his contemporaries..
cc If fo, the Gibeonites might be hewers of wood and
" drawers of water unto this day ; that is, unril the
cc time when Jofhua or his contemporary wrote; and
<f

yet all their pofterity might not be configned to
" the fame fervitude. If they were fo configned, the
"

Scriptural Refearcher muft prove it from fomc other
Cf

paffage of Holy Writ. So that the bondage, to
" which all the poflerity of the Gibeonites were con-
cc
demned, is a groundlefs and imaginary Kippofition,

U <c
leaning

(w) Script, Refut. p. 45, 46.
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leaning upon a falfe interpretation of the words

" unto this day (x)."

Mr. Dannett's acquaintance with the learned world

muft be exceedingly (lender and confined, if he does

not know, as appears from his words, that it is like-

wife their general opinion, that the exprefiion even

unto this day, fo frequent in the facred Books, relates

to an event that had happened long before, and that

it was inferted in the Book of Jofhua long after his

death, without injuring his claim to the authorfhip of

the Book that bears his name : and that, upon the

fame ground, it is alfo the general opinion of the

learned world, that the Book of DEUTERONOMY was
mod undoubtedly compofed by Mofes himfelf, not-

withftanding the fame exprefiion is found in it relat-

ing to a tranfaction that happened long after the death

of Mofes ; even as far as two hundred and forty years
after (y).

But we need not confult the learned world to ex-

pofe the infignificant figure that Mr. Dannett makes
in their refpe&able company : the very text of Jofnua
is fufficient to ihew, that he can have no real preten-
fions to their acquaintance. And Jofloua, lays the

Scripture, iwade them (the Gibeonites) that day hew-
ers of wood and drawers of water for the Congrega-
tion, and for the Altar of the Lord, even unto this day,
in the place which he fhould chuje. Where it is evi-

dent, that the exprefllon even unto this day, being im-

mediately followed as a part of the fame fentence,

and a continuation of the fenfe, by the words in the

flace which he (the Lard) Jhatild chufe, Ihews to de-

monftration,

(x) Dannett, p. 77, 78. (y) Deut. c. 3. v. 14.
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monftration, that the Race of the Gibeonites were

configned by Joftma to a Hate of perpetual and here-

ditary Slavery; for they were to continue hewers of
wood and drawers of water in any place whatever,
which the Lord fhould afterwards chufe for his re(i-

dence. Accordingly, we find them in the fame flate

of bondage in the days of Saul and David, upwards
of four hundred years after. So that the bondage,
to which all the pofterity of the Gibeonites were con-

demned, is not a mere groundlefs and imaginary fup-

pofitionj leaning upon a falfe interpretation of the

words unto this day ; but a real fact, fupported by the

very letter and fpirit of the facred words, never yet
called in queftion by the learned world.

OBJECTIONS to the ARGUMENTS drawn from

the NEW TESTAMENT.

XIV. THE anonymous Triumvirate have taken

endlefs pains to prove to the World, that the Chrif-

tian Difpenfation is more perfect than the Mofaic,
and has annulled many things that were allowed by
the latter ; both which affertions are to be found in

the Hid SECTION of the Scriptural Refearches in very
clear and intelligible words. It is, however, fome-
what marvellous, that they fhould now, towards the

clofe of their elaborate Piece, confine the controlling

power of the New Teftament only to fome particular

points of the Old Law, after having fo peremptorily
decided at the firflonfet, that it is not true, that the de~

cifions of the OldandNew Teftaments are of equal auth.o-

U 2 77/7,
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rity, for that the former is always controlled by the

latter (a). It is likewife not a little furprifing, that,

to prove the controlling power of the New over the

Old Ttilament, they fhould produce, among other

inflances, thofe words of our BlefTed Saviour, Ye have

heard, that it hath beenjaid, thou Jhalt love thy neigh-

bour, and hale thine enemy : but IJav unto you, love

your enemies, blefs them that curfe you, and fray for
them which defpitefully uje you, and ferfecute you (b) :

for, if thefe words were a dijannull'mg of the command-

ment going before, as they pretend (c), the Jews rnuil

have been commanded by their Law to love their

neighbours, and to hate their enemies. But where is

this pretended commandment to be found in the Old
Law ? No where. The cafe is, the Law command-
ed them to love their neighbours (d) ; and they, per-

verting the commandment, had added the latter part,
which the Law never mentioned ; vicioufly conclud-

ing, that tbey were to hate their enemies. Now, it

was this falfe conclufion, this glofs, this vicious inter-

pretation of their own, that our Saviour condemned
in the above controlling words, without dijannulllng
the commandment going before, which to this day re-

mains the fame.

XV. To come now to the point in quefrjon, after

having collected a coi -filterable number of Texts to

prove what no body can deny, viz. that the Chriftian

Difpenfation is not only more perfect than the Mp-
faic, but has alfo exercifed in form? points a controlling

power over the latter, they venture to draw the fol-

lowing very fmgular inference againft the licitnefs of

the

(a) Script. Refut. p. 7, 8. (1) Matt. c. 5. vv. 43, 44.

(c) Script. Refut. p. 5$, 59. (d) Levit. c. 19. v. 18.
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the Slave-Trade. fc
It is evident,/^ they, from the

"
foregoing paflages of the New Teitament, not only,

" that the moral prohibitions of our Saviour extend-
" ed further than the injunctions of the Old Law,
" and rendered that conduct unlawful, which had be*.

cc fore been permitted, but that fuch prohibitions ac-
cc

tually extended to the particular Cafe in queftion,
<c and that all practices inimical to the general wel-
cc fare and interefts of mankind, were from thence-
" forth to be abolifhed ; for, if it be the duty of a
<c Chriftian net to reftft evil, to love his enemies, to
cc

blefs thofe that curfe, and fray for thoje who perje-
" cute him, how can it be fuppofed, that he fhall at
" the fame time have an inherent right to do evil to

* c
another, to injure thoje who never injured him, and

cc to deflroy tboft, who Jo far from having either per-
"
Jecuted, or curfed him, have never known that Juch

<c a ferfon was in exiftence (e) ?" Here is pathos
and rhetoric enough ! but fuch pathos as will not

inove, aud fuch rhetoric as perfuadeth not.

This is, what Logicians call, begging the queftien :

for the confequence is applied to the particular cafe

in queftion, viz. the Slave-Trade, on the fuppofition,
which has never yet been proved, that, if the Trade
is lawful to a Chriftian, this, contrary to the maxims
of the Gofpel, mufl have an inherent right to do evil to

another, to injure thofe who never injured him, and to

deflroy thcfe, who fofar from having either perfecuted
or curfed him, have never known that fuch a ferfon
was in exiftence. Till the anonymous Refuters vouch-
fafe to demonftrate to the world, that this fuppofed

right is inherent in the Slave-Trade, or that the pro-
hibitions

(e) Script. Refut, p. 63, 64,
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hibitions of our Saviour actually extend to the Slave-

Trade, and render it unlawful -,
the profecution of it,

unattended with any criminal abufe, mutt, from the

contrary evidences of the New Teftament in favour
of it, be eflentially lawful and juft.

XVI. INCREDIBLE is the laborious affurance, with
which the Miniiler of St. John's endeavours to im-

pofe on his Readers, that the Author of the Refearch-

es confiders the Slave-Trade as a moral part of the

Mofaic Difpenfation.
cc He cautioufly pafles over,

"Jays he, mt judicial part, t\\z judgements in deep fi-
< c

lence; becaufe he knew, that the Slave-Trade be-
cc

longed to this member of the divifion of the Mo-
"

faic Lawf/J." Were I not certain from a former

inftance, that Mr. Dannett's optic nerves are very
much impaired of late, I would impute this glaring

falfity to a very different caufe. The Scriptural Re-
fearches are fo far from pafting over the judicial part,
the judgements^ in deep filence, that they even ftyle a

judgement the very firil Law relative to the Slave-

Trade under the Mofaic Difpenfation :
"

It is fingular
<f
enough, Jay they, that the very firft Law, QT judge-

ec ment in the Scripture language, enacted by God
cc himfelf immediately after he had delivered the Ten
<c Commandments to his People, fhould be relpecl:-
cc

ing the SLAVE-TRADE (g)." Neither can I

conceive what detriment can accrue to the Scriptural
Refearches byclafling the Slave-Trade in the judicial

Code, or by confidering the Laws of the Slave-Trade

us judicial Laws; fo long as the morality inherent to

the object of thofe Laws is declared in both the Tef-

taments effentially good in its nature, and the profe-
cution

(f) Dannett, p. 92, (g) Script,. Refearches, p. 32.



cution of it, not only no where abrogated, but poll,

lively confirmed and fandtioned by the New.

XVII. EVERY one of my worthy Antagonifts have

judicioufly declined following the thread of argument,
that the I. EPJSTLE to Timothy affords in favour of

the Slave-Trade. Meflrs. Ramfay and Hughes are

perfectly filent on the fubject, and Meffrs. the Tri-

umviri and Dannett are not more advanced than their

Confreres by their loquacious apoftrophes and decla-

mations ; which, when properly analyzed, contain

nothing in fact, that can any way affect the validity of

one fingle inference drawn in favour of the Slave-

Trade. We are told, indeed, by the ingenious Mr.

Dannett, and the fame is intimated by the anonymous
Refuters, that " the Apoftle in the pafTage before us
cc

is only pointing out the general duties of Servants,
(c and never dreamed of either juftifying or condemn^
"

ing the Slave-Trade : after the example of his Di-
<c vine Matter, who commands the firft Preachers of
cc the Gofpel j Blefs> them that curje you, do good to

c< them that hate you, and fray for them that dejpite-

"fully uje you, and perftcute you : Matt. v. 44.
<( Not by any means defigning to vindicate fuch

ufage (b)."

But this evafive reply is in fact begging the quef-
tion : for it evidently fuppofes what has never yet
been proved, or ever will, viz. that Mailers had no

greater right to the fervices and duties to which their

bond-fervants are exhorted by St. Paul, than had

thole perforjs, who curfed, hated, defpitefully ujed, and

ferfecuted the firft Preachers of the Gofpel, to the

Dannett, p. no. Script. Refut. p. 69.
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y good officesy
and prayers of the latter. Our

Saviour's injunction exhorts his followers to duties of

pure Charity -,
that of St. Paul exhorts bond-fervants

to duties of ftrift Juftice : the perfecutors of the firft

Preachers could claim no right whatever to the for-

mer ; they were indeed unworthy of any fuch returns :

but the Matters of bond-fervants, being worthy of all

honour due to them by the latter, had a right to thofe

fervices and duties to which thefe are exhorted by St.

Paul in confequence of it. Let then Mr. Dannett,
as a teacher of the contrary doctrine, take out, when
he can, the fling of the Apoftolic Stigma If any
man teach otherwife, &c. which feems ib painful to

him (i).

XVIII. THE logical indigence of my worthy an-

tagonifts is no where more perceptible, than in their

harmlefs attacks on the Scriptural Refearches
refpecl:-

ing the beautiful Epiflle of St. Paul to Philemon.
Mr. Ramfay wanders about, as ufual, without ever

coming to the point in queilion. The namelefs Re-
futers charge the Author of the Refearches with in-

terpolation and forgery: and Mr. Dannett grounds
the whole of his reply on a particular expreflion ufed

in the Scriptural Refearches, which he feems to con-

lider as a real text of Scripture. Mr. Hughes de-

clines all interference in the conteil.

i ft.
cc The Apoftle, fay the anonymous Refuiers," fends back Oneiimus to his Mafter, requeuing

<c him to receive him, not as a fervanty but above a
"
fervant; a brother belovedy especially to me, but

<f how much more unto thee, both in the jkfh and in
" the

(i) Dannett, p. 114, 115.
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Cf the Lord. Where does the Apoftle addrefs Phile-
<c mon in the words exp.refsly attributed to him by Mr.
c<

Harris, that he would never attempt to deprive him
fc

of bis Slave ? Where does he acknowledge to Phile-
* c
mon, that Onefimus is his own brother in Chrifr,

<c
though ftill his property according to the flejh ?

<c Thefe pafiages feem to be the laft jefort of a per-
<c

fon, who, not being able to fupport his afTertion
cc from the evident purport of the words, is obliged" to have recourfe to forgery and interpolation(j)."

As the words of St. Paul's epiftle to Philemon are

given in the Refearches pure and genuine, without
either a fyllable or letter being interpolated'or falfifiedy

I cannot but conclude, that either the anonymous
Refuters do not know the meaning of the words,

interpolation and forgery, or, that, if they do, they have

attempted once more to impofe on the good faith of
their Readers. It is true, Mr. Harris has afterwards

explained the literal import of the Apoftle's words j

but a literal explanation of any portion of Scripture,
a Commentary, or a paraphrafe upon it, cannot juftly
be called Interpolation and Forgery, If the Juftinian
Member of the Triumvirate has had any hand in this

charge, I would advife him as a friend, to ground any
other attion for forgery he may have occafion to com*
mence on better principles than this.

Now, though the anfwer to the queries they pro-

jpofe after clipping the Apoftle's words, may be feen

in the Scriptural iiefearches (k) \ yet, it may not be

improper to remind them, that the anfwer to the Firft

is evidently implied in thofe words of St. Paul,
X where,

(j) Script. Refut. p. 70, 71. (k) Script. Refearches, p. 65. 66.
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where, Ipeaking of Onefimus, he fays to Philemon
his Matter,

<( Whom I would have retained with
cc me, that, in thy ftead, he might have miniftered
<c unto me, in the bonds of the Gofpel ; but without
(c

thy mind would I do nothing, that thy benefit fhould
cc not be, as it were, of neceffity, but willingly :" from
the literal tenour of which one may fafely conclude,
without incurring the guilt of interpolation or forgeryy

that the Apoflle tells Philemon, that, however inclin-

ed he had been to keep in his fervice his Slave One-

fimus, he had refolved to do nothing of the kind with-

out his mind, or, what comes to the fame, that he was
far from attempting to deprive him of Onefimus with-

out his approbation and free conf<\nt. The anfwer

to the Second is.likewife vifibly contained in thofe

other words to Philemon :
tf Thou \-herefore receive

" him not now as a fervant but above a fervant, a
<c brother beloved eipecially to me, but how much
<c more unto thee, both in the flejh and in the Lord :"

in which he certainly acknowledges to Philemon, that

Onefimus is his own brother in Chrifl or in the Lord-,

and that, though ejpecially belo-ved to himjelf, as hav-

ing begotten him in his bonds, ought yet to be much
more fo to Philemon, both becauie his brother in the

Lord, and his Mafter in the fleftj, in which fenfe he

was his property, meliorated indeed by his converfion

to Chriftianity ; which having raifed him to the dig-

nity of his own brother in the Lord, he now exhorts

Philemon to treat him not as a common bond fer-

vant, but as a fdlow-chriitian and a brother with par-
ticular indulgence and humanity. In which exhort-

ation the Apoftle icems evidently to allude to that

humane Ordinance of the Almighty to his people, by
which an Hebrew Mailer was enjoined not to. compel

his
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his Hebrew flave to ferve as -a bond-fervant^ but only
as an hired Jervant and a Jojourner, and not to rule

over him with rigour (l)> though flill a real Slave.

2d. It is faid in the Refearches, that OnefimusJeems
to have prevailed on St. Paul to write to his Mafter
Philemon in his behalf (m). From thefe words,
which arc but a probable fuppofition of the Author's,
Mr. Dannett eagerly concludes, for want of better

proofs,
cc that Onefimus was only a voluntary Slave

<c to Philemon ; and that therefore, all that this Let-
< c ter can pofiibly prove is the licitnefs of voluntary
<f

Slavery, which, Jays he, we will grant the Re-
C fearcher (n)." But does not the Letter exprefsly

fay, that Onefimus, prior to his Juppofed application
to St. Paul, which is not mentioned in the Letter,
was a Slave to Philemon ? Does not the Apoflle ac-

knowledge to Philemon, before his requeft in favour

of Onefimus was granted, that Onefimus was certainly
his Slave, and that he would not, on this account, re-

tain him in his fervice without his mind, or, without

the approbation of Philemon, whofe property he was
at the very time he was writing in his behalf? Is it

not evident from the Apoflle's own words, that his

reafon for writing to Philemon was to effect a recon-

ciliation between him and Onefimus, who, afraid of

returning to his Mailer after having defrauded him,

might probably requeft the Apoftle to write to him in

his behalf, to forgive him the injury, and receive him

again into favour ? From what part then of the Apof-
tle's Letter does Mr. Dannett fo confidently con-

clude, that Onefimus was only a voluntary Slave to

X 2 Philemon ?

(I) Levit. c, 25. vv. 39. 40. (m) Script. Rsfearches, p. 6s>

(n) Dannett, p. 116.
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Philemon ? and that all 'which this Letter can fqfflbly

prove is the licitnejs ofVOLUNTARY Slavery ? Neither

can this groundlefs figment be deduced from the 'pro-

bablefuppofition of the Author of the Scriptural Re-

fearches, which, from the actual circumftances of

Onefimus, feems to prove the very reverfe : Onefi-

mus, at the time of his Jufpoftd application to St.

Paul, was a new Convert, and a good chriflian : con-

fequently, fenflble that he had acted very wrong in

deferting his Mailer's fervice, could not but think

himfelf bound in confcience to return, as a good
chriilian, to his duty.

XIX. THE very unexpected, but orthodox, expo-
fition of our Saviour's GOLDEN MAXIM of Doing unto

ethers as we'would be done unto, appears, from my
angry Antagonitls invectives, to have entirely fruftrat-

ed their moft fanguine expectations of fuccefs, built

on a fond mifconception of that moil equitable iland-

ard-rule of all reciprocal duties between man and man
in every flation in life. Surely, fays the irafcible

Triumvirate fpeaking of the obnoxious Expofition,

Jo manifeft a perverfion of the precepts of Chrift, never

before difgraced the prefs. It is a defpicable evajion, a

wretched fophiftry (o). It is an airy phantom, ex-

claims the figurative Mr. Dannett, a mere begging of
the queftion (p). But what have they, after all, to

'oppoie to the Refearcher's expofition and application
of the Maxim ? Nothing in fact, but a mere vicious

circle, a mere begging of the queftion : every man,

fay they, may refonably object to his being forcibly re-

duced to a State of Slavery, though not to all the other

natural and juft fubordinations and dependencies of

life

(o) Script. Refut. p. 75, 78, (p) Dannett, p. 120, 121.
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life (q) ; and as no man would reafonably wijh to Ic

unjuftly deprived of his liberty, to be forcibly tranfport-
edfrom his native country, and to be afflifted and tor-

mented by a fellow-ereature in conveying him
-, Jo no

man ought unjuftly to deprive a fellow-creature, &c*

(r) ; where they evidently fuppofe what they ought
firft to prove, viz. that, en/laving a fellow-creature is

iffelf unjufl,
and Jlavery is itjelf an unjuftfubordinati-

on : two proportions, the falfity of which has been

fully demonftrated in my Scriptural Refearches.

Miscellaneous

OBJECTIONS and. STRICTURES.

XX. AMONG the very many fage decifions ref-

pecling the juft objects of Traffic, exemplified by
A's, B's, and C's, with which Mr. Dannett has en-

lightened the commercial world, I find, that this mo-
dern Solon has laid down as an undoubted maxim,
cc That no other perfons whatever are juft objects
cf of the Slave-trade, but fuch, as, either fell them-
<c

felves, or have, on account of their crimes, forfeit-
cc ed their liberties to the juft laws of fociety ; and

that no law can equitably inflict perpetual flavery"
upon innocent children, or upon an innocent mo-

Cf ther for their father's offence (j)."

As the maxim is not limited either to time, place,
or perfons, it muft embrace them all in their utmoft

extent.

(q) Script. Refut. p. 76. 77. (r) Dannett, p. 120.

(s) Dannett, p. 5, 3.



xtent. It follows then in the firft place, that all the

Slaves bought by the Hebrews, according to their law,
of the heathen round about them, and of the Children
of the Strangers that fojourned among them, and even
their Children's Children, for they kept them in he-

reditary bondage (not to mention thofe they bought
of their own brethren), did either fell themfelves, or

had forfeited their liberties to the juft laws of the

Heathen and Strangers on account of their crimes :

as this is not only utterly improbable, and never in-

timated in the Sacred Writings, but abfolutely falfe,

at leaft, with refpect to the innocent offspring of their

Slaves ; it follows, that the Hebrews purfued a branch
of Traffic, which, however exprefsly fandbioned by
God, was yet unjuft and diflooneft as to its objects (t).
< -It follows fecondly, that the Slavery of the inno-

cent Children of the Gibeonites living in Jofhua's

time, and that of the innocent mothers and children

of their innocent poflerity, however fanctioned by the

Almighty, was not equitably inflitted upon them.

Here is a fample of the Abecedarian Jurifprudence
of this Chriilian Lycurgus ?

XXt. THE Knowledge of the Character and Profef-

lion of the Author of the Scriptural Refearches, both

as a Roman Catholic, and once a happy Member of
a late learned Society, is faid by the fhrewd Trium-
virate to have operated with them as a fort of comment
en his worky to account for his unnatural attachment

to Slavery (u}> which is again attributed in another

place to the principles' of his Church ; or, in plain

vulgar Englifh, that Slavery is infefarable frcm tope-

ry. Now, to evince this moil intimate ai.d moil inie-

parable

(t) Dannett, p. 5, (u) Script. Refut. p. 2.
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parable connexion, they produce, at the ciofe of their

ingenious pamphlet, an evidence of that irrefragable

authority, that it is not in the power of fophiftry itfelf

to elude it. To evince, I fay, that Slavery is injepa*

rably connected with Poperyy they produce with great

fblemnity an Authentic Latin Document from no lefs

a Perfonage than the very Head of the Church of

Rome, even fo far back as the 6th century, Pope GRE-
GORY THE GREAT, in which that Sovereign Pontiff

afiigns his reafons for granting liberty to his Slaves(v).
And is not this a moft convincing, a mofl incon-

teftible and demonftrative proof, that Slavery is inhe-

rent in the Church of Rome ? The argument is un-
anfwerable : The Head of the Church of Rome grants

liberty to his Slaves ; therefore Slavery is inherent in

theprinciples ofthat Church. I have only this one thing
to obferve with refpect to the Latin Document, that

the Englifh tranflation of it would not have been half

fo imperfcft zndfa/fe, had the anonymous Tranflators

been but one twelve months under the tuiiion of thofe

Matters of clafllc literature, to whom the Author of
the Refearches is indebted for what little he knows.

They would likewife have had another advantagej

they would have been taught a degree of reverence

for the Sacred Writings fuperior to what they feem
to profefs.

XXII. MR. W. HUGHES, who, for reafons beft

known to himfelf, though not very difficult to guefs,
has not even attempted to diipute the validity of any
one argument enforced in fupport of the Slave-Trade
from the teftimonies of the New Teftament, and fen-

fible that his filence might be deemed a proof of con-

vidion,

(<v) Script, Refut. p. 81, 82,
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vision, or, at leaft, of inability to reply, gives the

Author of the Refearches fomething like a challenge,
which, he flatters himfelf, will fufficiently fcreen his

filence from cenfure and reproach.
cc That retaining

ic the perfons of men in a flate of Slavery (they are
cc his words) is a practice inconfiilent with the Spirit
cc of the Chriflian faith, and has generally been con-
<c fidered as fuch, appears evident from this fmgle
cc fad 5 that Slavery hath actually been abolifhed by.
* c Chriftians in almoft every part of Chriftendorn.
" This is a flubborn fact, let the Refearcher account.

*.
c for it, if he can, upon other principles. A milder

cc
fpecies of Slavery is faid to exift in Hungary, Po-

"
land, and fome other parts of the Ruffian Empire,

fc in countries comparatively barbarous, who have
< c

little more of Chriilianity among them than the
" name (w)"

The inanity of this pompous and aukward chal-

lenge is fo far from fcreening Mr. Hughes from cen-

fure and reproach, that, if ignorance be cenfurable

and reproachful, he has certainly incurred them both ;

for, befides it- appears from his own declaration, that

a fpecies of Slavery, not of the milder kind, as he is

pleafed to term it, but equal, if not fuperior, in hard-

fhips to that of the Weft Indies, actually .exifls in

three very extenfive Countries in Chriflendom, where

they have, at lead, fo much of Chriftianity left, as to

preferve a numerous Ecclefiaftical Hierachy of

Bifhops and inferior Clergy, and attend the daily fer-

vice of the Church regularly performed in public

places, inferior in elegance to few of other Chriftian

Countries -

3 befides this, I fay, are not the very Eu-

ropean

(*) Hughes, p. 27.
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ropean Nations who purfue the Slave-Trade very

diftinguifhed parts of Chriftendom ? Are the Weft-

Indies, the vaft foreign dominions of France, Spain,

Portugal, and Holland, where that Trade is carried

on, no part of Chriftendom ? Where then is this

flubborn fadt, fo confidently aflerted by Mr.

Hughes, that Slavery hath actually been abolifhed by
Chriftians in almoft every part of Chriftendom ? It

will be time enough for the Refearcher to account

for t\\zftubbornfal, when Mr. Hughes, has proved
it to be

XXIII. THERE is a veiy remarkable pafiage in

Mr. Dannett's motley performance, not unworthy the

attention of the Reader. Difpleafed with the juft
encomiums which the Author of the Refearches be-

ftows on the irreproachable character of Abraham

(x)^ he exults in having detected fomething in his

conduct, which he thinks is extremely cenfurable : it

is true, he afterwards informs us, that he does not quote
the circumftance with any Jatisfation> as if he was

-fleafed
with detecting a blot in Abraham's character

(y) -,
but the vifible energy with which he animad-

verts on Abraham's conduct on the occafion, and the

poignant enthufiafm with which he aggravates the

fituation and horrors of the fuffering perfon, leave no
room to doubt, that his poft-falvo is a mere iheering

grimace. The Cafe, alluded to by Mr. Dannett, is

the difmiffion of Hagar mentioned in the XXIfl

Chapter of Genefis ; on which, after relating only the

latter part of the ftory, he thus comments :
cc Here

" we find Abraham difmifilng Hagar, who had com-
" mitted no fault, the lawful partner of his bed, and

Y "by
(x) Dannett, p. 7, 136, 137, 139, (y) Dannett, p. 5.
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by whom he had a fon, 'with neceffity alone for her

Cf
conductor, into the fcorching defarts of Arabia, with

(C
nothing but bread and a bottle of water ; expofed

cc with that fon of his to wild beafts, and robbers, and
"
hunger : and this too, notwithftanding Abraham

" was exceedingly rich in flocks and herds, &c. We
f< find Abraham putting the bottle of water on her
<c

fhoulder, when an Afs to convey it would have
Cf been no great expence to him. Accordingly, as
"
might be expected in a dry parched wilderneis, we

(e find her ready to perifh through thiril together with
'< her fon (z)" .

Leaving afide for a moment the whimfical circum-

ftance of the intended fellow-traveller the Afs, there

is every reafon to conclude from the preceding cir-

cumitances mentioned in the Sacred Page, that' the

conduct of Abraham was efpecially directed by 'God
himfelf* And Sarah, fays the Sacred Penman, faw
the fon of Hagar the Egyptian, which foe had born un-

to Abraham, mocking. Wherefore jhefaid unto Abra-
ham : caft cut this bond-woman and her Jon ; for the

Jon of this bond-woman /hall not be hdr with my fon,
even with Ifaac. And the thing was very grievous in

Abraham's fight, becaiij'e of his fen. And God faid
unto Abraham, let it not be grievous in thy fight, be-

<aufe of the lad, and becaufe of the bond-woman : in

all that Sarah hath faid unto thee, hearken unto her

voice., for in Ifaac fnall thy feed be called. And, alfo

of the Son of the bond-woman will I make a nation,

becaufe he is thy feed. And Abraham roje up early in

the morning, and took bread and a bottle of water, and

gave it unto Hagar, &-c. (a),
Here

(z) Dannett, p. 4, 5. (a)-Qen\ c, 21. w. 9, 14, &c.
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Here Abraham is exprefsly ordered by God to ac~t

by Sarah's directions : he is reprefented as being very
much dilpleafed, prior to that order, with Sarah's re-

queil. If then the difmiflion only of Hagar and her

fon, if that was all that Sarah requefted, was ib very

grievous in his fight, can it be fuppofed, confidently
with common fenfe, and the conftant humane tenour

of his upright conduct, that the additional circum-

flance of difmifling them in the manner he did, was
an act of his own, and not rather fuggefted by Sarah,
whofe counfel the Almighty had ordered him to fol-

low, pledging his facred word that he would protect

them, as he did ? Neither is there the leaft intimation

given in Scripture, that they had committed no fault :

on the contrary, Sarah's complaint, joined to the Al-

mighty's words to Abraham, feems to intimate fome

unjuft claims of theirs to the Heirfhip, injurious to
Ifaac's light. Befide,' the word in the Original, ren-

dered in the Tranflation by that of Mocking, may, and
does fometimes, import a very heinous crime. 1

mention this lad particular only to indulge Mr. Dan-
nett's tafte, and v/het his appetite with a little fnack

of Hebrew.

And now we come to the circumftance of the Afs,
which the humane Mr. Dannett wonders very much,
that fo rich a man as Abraham did not afford the

lawful partner of his bed, that he might convey her

progue. But I fhould imagine, with fubmifiion to

Mr. Dannett's difcernment, that the addition of fuch

a Carrier, whom ihe would have been obliged to keep
out of her own proviiions, being unable to feed him-
felf in a dry parched wildernejsy and no other fother

being provided for him by Mr. Dannett, would have

Y 2 been
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been the height of cruelty in Abraham ; fince he muft

certainly have contributed in a confiderable propor-
tion to lighten his own burthen at the expence of his

fellow-travellers bellies. I really wonder, how fuch

an obvious obfervation could ever efcape Mr. Dan-
nett's provident, though it fcems not the moil previ-

dent, penetration.

XXIV. ONE obfervation more will clofe this mif-

cellaneous paragraph. Whoever has perufed Mr.
Dannett's Pamphlet, muft have feen the Author of

the Scriptural Refearches loaded with infamy and re-

proach in almoft every page : for, befides he is com-

pared to a perfecuting Demon, and his Refearches arc

laid to be as infectious as the Writings of Spinofa,

Hobbes, and Machiavel, Morgan, Reynal, and Gibon

(b), the religious principles of his Church, though
perfectly unconne&ed with the fubject in debate, are

frequently reflected upon with the moft intemperate

acrimony, and in terms and language full as ignorant
as indecent. So blind indeed is the furious zeal that

agitates the fiery Minifter of St. John's againft the Au-
thor of the Refearches, that in an unlucky paroxyfm,
as he is exhaufting the very dregs of his fplenetic hu-

mour againft him, he does unfortunately involve all

his Reverend Brethren, that refpeffable Body of the

Proteftant Englijh Clergy, of whofe honour he feemed
fo very zealous at firft (c), in what he deems to be

the higheft difhonour and reproach. In effect, in one
of his very learned Notes he has the following words :

In one thing, however, thej'e
Gentlemen perfectly con-

tur j in making Hiftory the vehicle of their hoftility to

Religion,

Dannett, p. i, 2, Pref. p. 105^ 106,

(c) Dannett, Advertifement.



Religion. NotJo the left Hiftorians ; not Jo a Bacon,
a Clarendon* and a Grotius. They never iujulted THE
BENEVOLENT RELIGION, though unadorned with the

elegant mythology of the Greeks, with illiberal injinu-

ation and cold contempt -,
and yet, they were wits and

fkilofopbers, and men of the world > and fortunately
none of them PRIESTS ! (d)-The compliment paid

by the Rev. Mr. Henry Dannett to the refpectable

Body of the Proteftant Englifh Clergy, as well as to

himfelf, who are conftantly diftinguifhed in their Ca-
nons and Liturgy by this honourable TITLE of facred

preeminence, needs no comment !

REMARKS on the ORIGINAL CLAIM of the

EUROPEANS to the AFRICAN SLAVE-

TRADE.

XXV. THOUGH the arguments enforced in the

feries of the Scriptural Researches, and the anfwers

to my antagonifts objections given in this Review,
are abundantly iufficient to prove, that the Slave-

Trade, unattended with real abufes, is abfolutely juft
and lawful in its nature, and may lawfully be purfued

by Chriftians, without confining the profecution of it

to any particular fpot or country ; yet, to gratify the

curiofhy of my antagonifts, who, in almofl every

page of their clamorous productions, feem to exprefs
a fneering anxiety to find fome reafon of congruity
for the profecution of the prefent AFRICAN SLAVE-

TRADE,

(d) Dannett, p. 106.
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TRADE, I think it expedient, though unneceflary in

every refpecl for the juftification of it, to clofe this

ARTICLE with a few remarks on the fubject, occa-

fioned in fad by a circumftance of very material im-

port incautioufly mentioned by Mr. Dannett : a cir-

cumftance, which, if examined with fome attention,

may perhaps prove of fome differvice to his Caufe,

XXVI. AFTSR informing us in page 76, that " the
cc Gibeonites were defendants of Canaan (the grand-
<c ion of Noah),whom God deftincd to fervitude by the

"prophetic mouth of Noah, Gen. c, ix. v. 25;
<f which prophecy was accomplifhed by Jofhua ;" he
declares in page 81, that cc had the Author of the Re-
" fearches evinced, that the Negroes are defendants
cc of Canaan, and fo prophetically devoted to fervi-
"

tude, as were the- Gibeonites ; and that the mo-
cc dern -Slave-holders r.re the inflruments deilined by
fc Providence to execute that prophecy, as was Jofhua;
rc

yet, this \vhole body of proof would be favourable
cc

only to Slavery, but totally irrelevant to the Slave-
cc Trade ; Slavery and the Skve-Trade being effen-
"

tially uiftiivfl ideas." Let us examine this point
with fome attention.

XXVII. THAT the Gibeonites were defendants'

of Canaan, and that God, by the prophetic mouth of

Noah, devoted the defcendants of Canaan to fervitude

or bondage, is undoubtedly warranted by the facred

Oracles of the Word of God .: net fo, that Noah's

prophecy was accomplifhed by Jofhua in the perlbns
of the Gibeonites. The Gibeonites were only a

branch of the defcendants of Canaan, and were cer-

tainly in the number of thofe Nations, which, as de-

clared
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clared in the Sacred Annals, were devoted by the

Almighty not to Servitude, but to certain Death :

the Jervitude, to which the Gibeonites v/ere after-

wards configned, has been fully proved in the Scrip-
tural Refearches, to have been the fole acl and deed

of Jofhua, and not a divine commutation of their

original fentence of profcription, the only one ever

denounced againft them by the Almighty. Accord-

ingly, the prophecy of Noah was fulfilled, when, af-

ter the definition of the feven devoted Nations, the

Ifraelites bought bond-men and bond-maids of tbe hea-

then round about tkem> who were alfo defendants of

Canaan.

XXVIII. MR. DAWNETT grants, and fo does eve-

ry body elie, that the Ifraelites were the very perfons,

by whom Noah's prophecy was to be accomplifhed,
and was accomplifhed in facl : and that their Original
Claim or 'Title to that prerogative was no other but

their being the Defendants of SHEM, Noah's feconp
fon, whole fervants the Canaanites were to be accord-

ing to the exprefs words of the prophecy. But this

prerogative, as appears from the very words of the

fame prophecy, was by no means confined to the

Ifraelites or the Defendants of Shem, but extended

equally to the Descendants of JAPHETH, Noah's eld-

eft fon : the words of the prophecy are equally ap-

plied to both : And Noah, fays the infpired writer,

awoke, from bis wine, and knew what his youngerJon
had done unto him

-,
and hefaid : Curfed be Canaan ;

A SERVANT OF SERVANTS SHALL HE BE UNTO HIS

BRETHREN. And he Jaid : BleJJ'ed be the Lord God

of Shem ; AND CANAAN SHALL BE HIS SERVANT.

Cod Jhall enlarge Ja-fheth, and be Jhall dwell in the

tents
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tents of Shcm > AND CANAAN SHALL BE HIS SER-

VANT (e).

XXIX. COULD we now be fo fortunate, as to

prove to the fatisfadtion of every intelligent Reader,
that EUROPE was the portion allotted to the Defcend-
ants of Japheth, and AFRICA to thofe of Canaan, the

difcovery, I flatter myfelf, would add no fmall weight
of congruity to the profecution of the prefent African

Slave-Trade : it would evince, at lead, that the con-

current conduct of the Europeans in purfuing this

branch of Traffic in that particular Region, prefera-

bly to any other, is not without a good foundation ;

fince no trace is found in the Sacred Writings, that

the Descendants of Japheth ever before afferted their

unqueflionable prerogative, or enjoyed the fruits of
that hereditary Legacy, which was left to them in

their Father's name, as did the Defcendants of Shem.

XXX. IN the very fuccindt account given by
the Sacred Annalift of the different portions of the

World allotted to the three Children of Noah, SHEM,
JAPHETH, and HAM the father of CANAAN, by whom
were the Nations divided in the earth after the

food (f), no mention is made of the Continent of

AMERICA: indeed, there appears no veftige of this

portion of the World in any part of the Sacred

Writings : ASIA, EUROPE, and AFRICA are the three

great Scriptural Divifions of the World including
the adjacent ISLES. That Afia was the portion al-

lotted to Shem and his Defcendants, appears in

many places of Holy Writ, and very particularly in

thofe repeated promifes of God to Abraham, Ifaac,

and

(e) Gen. c, 9, vv. 24, 28. (f) Gen. c. 10, v. 72.
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and Jacob, defcendants of Shem, that their poflerity
ihould poffefs the Land of Canaan in ASIA, as they

certainly did. It is likewife evident from the Mofaic

account, that AFRICA was theportion allotted to Ham
and his Defendants ; for it is vifible, that his Son
MIZRAIM gave his name to both the Egypts, and
that his defcendants inhabited that part ofthe continent

of AFRICA. Moreover his grand-fon SIDON, eldeft

Son of Canaan, gave in like manner his name to the

Capital of SIDONIA or PHENICIA, his Colony extend-

ing, as the Sacred Writer exprefTes it, from Sidon as

thou comefl to Gerar unto Gaza, as thou goeft unto

Sodom and Gomorrah^ and Admah> and Zeboim, even

unto Lajhah (g), which Sidonian Eftablilhment be-
came in time the grand nurfery of thofe numerous
Colonies of Canaan ites that fettled in the vaft terri-

tories of Africa, vifible in the very names of the an-

cient Towns of that Continent, which are Phenician
or Sidonian words.

XXXI. SHEM and HAM being thus portioned,

EUROPE, the remaining part of the general divifion,
known in Scripture by The IJles of the Gentiles, muil

necelTarily fall to the Lot of^ApHFTH : accordingly
we find, that the infpjrcd Writer, after having made
a particular enumeration of the Children ofJAPHETH,
feveral of whofe .names were the ancient names of

different divifion^ of Europe, concludes thus : By
tbefe (the Children of Japheth) were the IJles of the

Gentiles divided in* their lands : every one after his

tongue, after their families, in their nations (h). The
remote!! antiquity, the oldeft Hiftorians, and Inter-

preters of the Sacred Books, all unanimoufly agree,
Z

'

and

(g) Gen. c. 10. v. 19. (b) Gen. c. 10. v. 5.
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and it has been the conftant uniform opinion of the

learned world, and the immemorial tradition of all

ages, that Japheth or his Defcendants fettled in Eu-

rope, as did the Defcendants of Canaan in Africa,
andthofeof Shemin Afia : nor is there onediftinguilh-
ed Interpreter or facred Geographer, who, in explain-

ing the Mofaic Divifion of the Earth among the three

Children of Noah, docs not affign to each of them
the above refpedtive Lots, however they may differ

in their opinions with regard to their ancient limits

and extent.

XXXII. THIS interefting point of facred hiftory

being thus far afcertained much beyond the power of

Mr. Dannett's criticifm ever to confute it ; let us

now refume our argument, and fee what conclufion

we may be allowed to draw in favour of the Slave-

Trade carried on by the Europeans with the Inhabi-

tants of Africa ; that is, by the Defcendants of Japheth
with the Canaanites of Africa. Mr. Dannett afierts ;

that this whole body ofproof is favourable only to Sla-

very, but totally irrelevant to the Slave-Trade. Fie

means, confidently with his own declaration, that it

can only prove, that the Defcendants of Japheth, or

the Europeans, may lawfully reduce to Slavery the

Inhabitants of Africa in the lame Jnanner as Jolliua
did the Inhabitants of Gibeon ; but! may not lawfully

buy them as Slaves, any more than jfoiliua bought the

Gibeonites ; becauje, fays he, Slavery and the Slave-

Trade are ejfentially diftinft ideas.

This, I mu ft confefs, is what I never expected to

hear from fuch an enthufiaftic Advocate for African

Liberty. All then that Mr. Dannett fo vehemently

reprobates



reprobates in the prefent African Slave-Trade, is not

the reducing of the Africans to the condition of Slaves,

but only the trafficking with them, and buying them
as Slaves ; when, after the example of Jofhua, they

ought to have them for nothing, and reduce them to

that condition without any traffic whatever. A moil

fingular point of doctrine indeed ! well deferving the

warmefl joint-acknowledgements of all African Mer-
chants in Europe.

XXXIII. I HAVE already obferved the rock which
Mr. Dannett fplits upon : he fuppofes, that Noah's

prophecy, refpecting the fervitude of the Canaanites

in Afia, was accomplifhed by Jofhua, when he en-

flaved the Inhabitants of Gibeon
-,
which has been

proved to be abfolutely falfe, becaufe the Gibeonites

were never condemned by the Almighty to Servitude,

but to Death. It cannot therefore be concluded from
the right of the Ilraelites, as Defendants of Shem, to

the fervice of the Canaanites deflined by the Al-

mighty to be their Slaves, that, becaufe Jofhua re-

duced the Gibeonites to Slavery, who were never

condemned by the Almighty to Jervitude^ but to

death, fo the Defcendants of Japheth, or the Europe-
ans, who are certainly declared to have the fame right
to the fervice of the Canaanites condemned by the

Almighty not to death, but to fervitude, may lawfully
reduce the Canaanites of Africa to Slavery in the

fame exact manner as Jofliua reduced to perpetual

bondage thofe of Gibeon.

No : All that the whole body of proof hitherto

adduced can evince, is only this ; that, as the pro-

phecy of Noah was accomplifhed, when, after the

Z 2 definition
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deftrucfHon of the feven devoted Nations, the Ilrael-

ites, as Defcendants of Shem, bought bond-men and

bond-maids of the heathen round about them, who were

alfo Defcendants of Canaan
-,

fo the fame prophecy

may be accomplifhed by the Europeans, as Defcen-

dants of Japheth, purchafing bond-men and bond-

maids from the Inhabitants of Africa, who are alfo

Defcendants of Canaan, and declared by the fame

prophetic mouth of Noah to be deftined by the Al-

mighty to the fervice of the Defcendants of Japheth,
as were the Canaanites bought by the Defcendants of

Shem to the fervice of the latter.

ARTICLE III.

STRICTURES on fome IRREVERENT ASSER-

TIONS, and EXCEPTIONABLE POINTS of

DOCTRINE, collected from the PUBLICA-

TIONS examined in this REVIEW.

I. THE religious Reader, who has perufed the

two jpreceding Articles, cannot wonder at the Title

of this. He muft have obferved in fome of my an-

tagoniirs objections a vifible tendency to {trip the

human heart of every refiraint of Religion, under 'the?

pla'ufible pretence of defending the rights of Reafon,

Jufbice, and Humanity. What has been but fketch-

ed in the two former Articles, will be fully exhibited

in this : in which, without arranging the Subjects with

the



the {trifteft regularity of order, of which they arc

fcarce fufceptible, I fhall examine, in as fuccmcl: a

manner as I can, fuch particular AfTertions and Point*

of Doctrine, as I think deferve the higheft cenfure.

IRREVERENT ASSERTIONS highly derogatory

to fome SCRIPTURAL CHARACTERS.

II. TH wanton and unhallowed freedom, with

which, as hinted in the preceding Article, the Cha-
racters of Abraham and Jofeph have been treated by
MefTrs. Dannett and Hughes (i) y favours too much
of impiety, not to attribute it to what every Chriftian

ought to deteft, a defign to depreciate the merit of
fuch Models of piety, as are every where reprefented
in the Sacred Writings undeferving cenfure and re-

proach.

III. THIS impious defign is not even difguifed by
the anonymous Refuters. The venerable characters

of Jacob and Mofes are treated with fuch contempt,
and fo prophanely fportedwith, as if regiflered in the

Sacred Books for the fole purpofe of pJeafant buf-

foonery : both are reprefented by the anonymous In-

fidels as two fraudulent Impoftors. Fraud and deceit)

fay they, were the foundations of Jacob's greatnefs ;

and the Israelites abufed the confidence of the Egyptians,
anddeprivedthem of their Jewels, by an exprefs command

of their great Law-giver (j). It is hard to determine
which of the two, ignorance or impiety , be the moft

predominant
(i) Page, 149, 177, &c, (j) Script. Refut. p. 14.



predominant in this groundlefs charge.
1 Let us exa-

mine feparately the facts they produce in
j unification

of it.

i ft. JACOB, fay they, under pretence of a purchafe>

defrauded Efau of his birth-right. 2d. fa compieat
this firft piece of treachery, he was induced, by a con-

trivance of the moft artful nature, to obtain from his

Father Ifaac, the blejfling of the firft born, to 'the wrong
and -prejudice of his elder brother. 3d. He defrauded
Laban his father-in-law by a Stratagem which he put
in execution (k).

i. THE libellous nature of thefe allegations is the

lefs excufable, as it is in direct oppofition to the very
letter and fpirit of the Word of God : where there is

no intimation given in the firft place of any fuch

fraudulent pretence, as is laid to Jacob's charge,
The Scriptural account is fimply this :

"
Jacob fod

* c

pottage, and Efau came from the field, and was
<f faint : and Efau faid to Jacob -,

feed me, I pray
cc

thee, with the fame red pottage, for I am faint. >

cf And Jacob faid : fell me this day thy birth-right.
cc And Efau faid : behold, I am at the point to die,
cc and what profit /hall this birth-right do to me ?

<c And Jacob faid j fwear to me this day : and he
*c fware unto him ; and he fold his birth-right unto
cc

Jacob. Then Jacob gave Efau bread and pottage
<e of lentiles, and he did eat and drink, and rofe up,
<c and went his way : thus Efau defpifed his birth-
<c

right (I)" Now, fuppofing for a moment, that

Efau, as the firft born of Ifaac, had the right of pri-

mogeniture, there is no intimation given in this account

of

(i) Script. Refut. p. 13, 14. (1} Gen. c. 25. vv, 29, 34.



of any fraudulent pretence on the part of Jacob. .

Efau knew, as well as Jacob, the advantages attached

to that right. Jacob offers to buy it : Jell me this day

fays he, thy birth-right : the words are neither frau-

dulent nor deceitful ; they are the words of a fair

plain dealing man. Efau knew what he offered for

it; and accordingly, he ells it to him or a portage
of lentiles. Efau then was not defrauded by Jacob
of his birth-right ; unlefs a perfon can be faid to be
defrauded with his own conient. Indeed, the Scrip-
ture is fo far from condemning Jacob, or taxing him
wi'-h any fraud or double-dealing, that Efau is the

only perfon, whole conduct is highly cenfured both
in the words juft quoted, and in another place, where
he is called a prophane perfon, for felling fo facred a

right for one morfel of meat (m).

i. I faid, fuppofing :br a moment that Efau had
the right of primogenitures for, it is evident in the

fecond place, that the Scripture favours no fuch right,
however apparent it might be both to Erau and to

others who viewed him in the quality of firft-born :

becaufe before he was born, the right of primogeni-
ture was certainly given to Jacob by the Almighty
himfelf, who declared to Rehekah their mother, that

the elder JJoouldferve the youngs> which preeminence
was undoubtedly a very principal part of that Right:
And the Lordfaid unto her. Gys the infpired Writer,
two Nations are in thy womb* and two manner ofpeo-

ple Jball be fepzrated from thy bowels-, and the one

people Jhall be ftrwgcr than the other people; and the

Elder /hallferve the Younger (n): which declaration

is quite dccifive in favour of Jacob's right agreeably
to

(m) Hebrews, c. 12. (n) Gen. c. 25. v. 23.
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to the literal interpretation of it given by St. Paul in,

in the following words : When Rebekah alfo hc.d

conceived by one, even by our Father IJaac (for the

children being not yet born, neither having done anygood
or evil, that thepurpoje of God according to elehicn

might ftand, not of works, but of him that calleth) ; //

'wasJaid unto her, The Elder JhallJerve the Younger ;

as it is written, Jacob have I loved, but EJau have I
hated (o). Now, in confequence of this divine de-

claration, it is manifeft, that Jacob might ufe every
lawful expedient to enter into the poffeffion of his

Right of primogeniture, and obtain from his Father

the blefTing of the firft-born, without any prejudice to

his Elder brother, who never had any right to that

blefllng.

Neither can Jacob be juftly raxed with the guilt
of lying, when, prior to that blefting, he arTured his

Father Ifaac, that he was Efau his firft-born (p) ; for

he certainly was his firft-born, by right divine, whom,
tinder the name of Efau, whofe place he held by di-

vine appointment and election, Ifaac meant to blefs.

The fame form of fpeech was ufed by our Blefled

Saviour, who was TRUTH itfelf (q), refpeding John
the Baptift, whom he declared to be Elias ; not mean-

ing, that he was the fame identical perfon with that

Prophet, but only, that he had the fame prophetic fpirit

and office as Elias : For all the prophets, fays he, and
the law prcphejied until John : and if ye will receive

it, this is Elias which was for to come (r) ; and can
it be faid without the higheft blafphemy, that this

expreflion

(o) Rom. c. 9. vv. 10, 14. (p) Gen, 27. 19.

(i) John, 14. 6. (r) Matt. u. 13, 14.
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expreffion fimilar to that of Jacob, implies the moft

diltant oppofition to the ftricteft truth ?

3. The third allegation againft Jacob is as mali-

cious and falfe, as are the former two ; for the very

ftratagem, which he is faid to have put in execution,
and thereby defrauded Lab'an his father-in-law, is ex-

prefsly declared in the Sacred Page to have been ap-

proved of by the Almighty, who made it fucceed be-

yond all human appearance, in order to indemnify
the faithful Patriarch for the long fervices he -had ren-

dered to his u nj ufl father-in-law :
<c Ye know, Jaid

"
Jacob to his wives, that with all my power I have

cc ferved your father : and your father hath deceived
fc
me, and changed my wages ten times ; but God

" fuffered him not to hurt me. And the Angel of
<( the Lord fpake unto me in a dream, faying, Jacob :

cc and I faid, here am I. And he faid, lift up now
cc thine eyes, and fee, all the rams which leap upon
cc the cattle are ring-ftreaked, fpeckled, and grided :

for I havefeen all that La-ban doth unto thee. I am
" the God of Bethel, &c. (s).".

4. Nor is the daring imputation on Mofes better

grounded than thofe on Jacob : the Scripture contra-

dicls it in the moft explicit terms. It was not by the

cxprefs command of their great Law-giver Mofes, as

is imploufly advanced by the anonymous Refuters,
that the Ifraelites abufed the confidence of the Egyp-
tians, and deprived them of their jewels : but God
himfelf, the Sovereign Matter and Proprietor of all

earthly goods, who can at pleaiure transfer the domi-

nion of them from one perion to another, and from
A a one

(s) Gen, c. 31. vv, 6 .13,
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one nation to another, was the Great Law-giver, by
whofe exprefs command the Ifraelites a6led m the*

Cafe, on which is grounded this very impious charge :

cc
I will ftretch out my hand, faid the Almighty to

<f
Mofes, and finite Egypt with all my wonders, which

<c
1 will do in the midft thereof: and after that he will

"
let you go. And / will give this people favour in

<c the Jight of the Egyptians, and it ihall come to pafs,
<f

that, when ye go, ye ftoall not go empty : but every
c< woman fhall borrow of her neighbour, and of her
<c that fojourneth in her houfe, jewels of filver, and
<c

jewels of gold, 'and raiment : and ye fhall put them
<c

upon your fons and daughters j and ye Jhall /foil the
"

Egyptians (t)" Here is a very explicit and for-

mal transfer of the Egyptians property made over by
divine authority to the Children of Ifrael, probably to

compenfate in part the wrongs and injuries they had
fufrered during their long and unjuft captivity. Where-
then is the abufe of confidence, where the fraud ?

IV. ANOTHER crime of a very heinous complexion,
not lefs indeed than Murder, is laid to the charge of

Mofes by the pious Mr. Hughes : Mofes, fays he, bad
been guilty offoedding hitman blood (u). As he pro-
nounces him guilty',

he muft necefiarily fuppofe, that

he had no authority far>jlay.titg the Egyptian, whom he

fpiedfmiting an Hebrew, one of his brethren (-w). It

gives me pain to find a Teacher of Religion ib very
little acquainted with the character and commiflion
of Mofes, as to have no better authority for impeach-

ing him as a man of blood, than that ignorant and

quarrelfome Hebrew, who, being rebuked by Mofes
for.

-

(t) Exod. c. 3. vv. 20 22. (u) Hughes, p. 15.

(<w) Exod. 2. ii, 12.
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for doing wrong to his brother , had nothing better to

alledge in juftification of his conduct, than to reproach
him with the murder of the Egyptian nearly in the

fame language as does Mr. Hughes (x). But if Mr.

Hughes does not reject the authority of the Book of

ACTS, I will juft quote a few words, which will be

fufficient to convince him, that Mofes had authority
from God for. doing what he did, and muft therefore

be acquitted of the crime, which he fo daringly lays,

to his charge :. the words are too plain to need any-
comment : they are the following :

<f And VIofes
ic was learned in all the wifdom of the Egyptians, and
cc was mighty in Words and in deeds. And when hq
<c was full forty years old, it came into his heart to
c < vifit his brethren, the Children of Ifrael. And fee-
c

,

f

ing one of them fuffer wrong, he defended him,
<c and avenged him that was opprelfed, and fmote the
<c

Egyptian : for btfupp&fed his brethren would have
" underflood) how that God by his hand would deliver
ec them : but they underftood. not. And the next day
<c he ftiewed himfelf unto them, as they {trove, and
(f would have fet them at one again, faying ; Sirs, ye
<c are brethren, why do ye wrong one to another ? But
<c he that did his neighbour wrong, thruft him away,
<f

faying, Who made thee a ruler, and a judge over
* us ? Wilt thou kill me, as thou didtt the Egyptian"
yefterday? (y)"

V. ANOTHER Scriptural Chara6ter, though inferior

in dignity to the former, is defignedly vilified by the

anonymous Refuters, in direct opposition to the very
letter of the Scripture, with no other view, it feems,
but to itigmatize the prefent African Slave-Trade.

A a 2 The

(x) Exod. c. 2, w. 13, 14. ($) Aftsj c. 7. w. 22 2^
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Inhabitants of Egypt, fay they, enjoyed the fottr-

Jfths of the produce of the land ; their countrymen in

modern times are not allowed one fiftieth. PHARAOH
we are told was hard of heart. What then jhall we
think of the prcfent Jyftem of Slavery ? (z). As we
have no reafon to doubt that their information refpecT-

Ing the allowance of the Weft-India Slaves is as au-

thentic as that which they give us concerning the cha-

racter of Pharaoh ; we may eafily judge from the lat-

ter what to think of the former. It is an abfolute

falfehood, that the Pharaoh, whom the Scripture de-

clares to have been bard cf heart, was the fame Pha-
raoh to whom the Refuters apply that cdious charac-

ter. There is not a tittle in the Sacred Records, that

favours the charge : on the contrary, every part of

Pharaoh's conduct under the administration of Jofeph,
ieems to prove the very reverfe. But the Scripture
is too explicit on the fubject to need any comment :

it is there exprefsly mentioned, that the hard-hearted

Pharaoh had not even known Jofeph, though he con-

tinued in office during the courfe of eighty years, and
that he was hard of heart not againft the Egyptians
his fubjects, but againft the Ifraelites his captives.
tfhere aroje up, fays the facred Penman, a new King
ever Egypt, which knew not Jcfeph -,

and hejaid unto

bis people : behold
',
the people of the Children of IJrael

fire more and mightier than we. Come on, let us deal

wifely with them, left, &c. therefore they didJet ever

them tajk-maficrs to afflict them with their burthens
-,

end they built for Pharaoh treajure- cities, &c. (a)
Infamous indeed muft be that Caufe, which cannot be

fupported without a manifeft perverfion of the Book
of -Truth 1 Had the anonymous Refuters entitled

their

f>l Script. Refut. p. 42, 4$. (a) Exod, c, i. vv. 8-^-12..



their Publication A Refutation of $mpture} inftead

of A Scriptural Refutation^ the Title, I am confident,
would have exactly correfponded with their defign.

ANIMADVERSIONS on Jome EXCEPTIONABLE

POINTS of DOCTRINE.

VI. IT feems, that Mr. Hughes, fenfible of the

Criminality of his imputation on the Characters of

Jofeph and Mofes, the firft of whom he declares

guilty of the worft acJion upon record, and the fecond

of wilful murder (b) ; wants to extenuate the feverity
of his cenfure, by a precious mode of reasoning, which,
however contrary to every declaration of the Word of

God, he deems confident with the drifted cafuidry.

Every fenfible man> fays he, Jess in both thefe inftances

of Jofeph and Mofes, that their numberlefs good quali-
fies attoned for their faults, and that God gracioujly
overlooked fome crimes committed by his mojl faithful

Servants^ even though thofe crimes were really heinous

in themfel-ves (c). In what part of the Sacred Writ-

ings Mr. Hughes may have found this mod furpriz-

ing piece of CONVENIENT doctrine, is more than I

can guefs. There is only ene place, and that in the

Book of WISDOM, which is not in the Protedant

Canon, where God is faid to wink at the fins of men

for thefake of repentance (d) ; but he is never repre-
fented either in that Book or in any part of the Sacred

Writings, as overlooking the atrocious crimes of mur-

der and the worft attion upon record, on account of

the

Hughes, p. 14, 15. (c) Hughes, p. 15,
'

(d) WiitJoni, c. n. .24.
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the good qualities of the perpetrators of fuch enor-

mities. He is every where reprefented, as The Holy
One, who is of purer eyes than to behold evil, and can-

not look on iniquity (e) , as One, with whom there is

no refpeft of perfons, but will render to every one ac-

cording to his deeds (f) : he is reprefented, to men-
tion one inftance for all, inflicting a fevere pimifh-
ment on David for his double crime of adultery and

murder, notwithflanding his numberlefs good quali-

ties,' on account of which he was declared a man after
God's own heart (g) : in a word, he is always repre-
fented immutably impartial in the diflribution of his

juftice both to the wicked and to the mofl faithful of
his fervants.

To fay then with Mr. Hughes, that any number
of good qualities will attone for fucceeding crimes

even of the deepeft dye, and that God has gracroufly
overlooked fuch heinous crimes merely on account of
thofe good qualities, is a doctrine highly derogatory
to the eflential holinefs of God : a doctrine fubver-

live of every principle of true morality : in a word,
it is encouraging the commifiion of the worft of
crimes upon the impious principle of compounding Jins
with heaven

-,
fo many acts, for inflance, of extortion,

of murder, of adultery, &c. for fo many prior acts of

charity, of patience, forgivenefs3 and the like.

VII. A very fingular point of doctrine is objected

by Mr. Ramfay to a declaration of the Author of the

Scriptural Refearches,
" That the infpired Writers of

" the New Teftament never confidered the Slave-
" Trade

{) Habakkuk, c i. vr. 12, 13. (f) Colof, c. 3. Y. 25.
Rom. 2, 6. (g) I. Sam. 13. 14.



** Trade as an infraction of any of the principles or
*t moral precepts of the Gofpel (h) :" Nor did theje,

replies Mr. Ramfay, declare their own ferfecution for

righteoufnefs fake to be an infraction of the principles

of the Go/pel (i). Without infifting now on the vi-

fible impropriety of this retorfion, which, to be in

oppofition with the Author's affertion, ought to have,

been Nor did theje corjider^ inftead of Nor did

thefe declare, which would have entirely defeated Mr.

Ramfay's purpofe ; the retorfion, as worded by him,
contains a point of Doctrine in direct oppofition td

feveral declarations of Scripture, where perfecution
for righteoufnefs fake is faid to be a crime in the per-
fecutor, implying a manifect infraction of the princi-

ples of the Gofpel. For brevity's fake, I friall quote
but one, and that of the mod unexceptionable kind

-,

being that of one of the principal Inipired Writers of

the New Teftament, who had been himfelf a perfe-

cutor, and was afterwards a perfecuted Apoflle : .

/ thank Chrift Jcfus our Lord, fays the great Apoftle
of the Gentiles, who hath enabled me ; for that he

counted me faithful^ 'putting me into the miniftry> who
was before a blasphemer, and a perfecutcr, and inju-

rious ; but I obtained mercy > becauje I did it ignorantly
in unbelief

'

(k). If this is not fufficient to convince

Mr. Ramfay, that perfecution for righteoufnefs fake

is declared in the New Teftament to be an infraction,

of the principles of the Gofpel, he mud necefiarily

maintain, that to be a blafyhemer and injurious, infe-

parabie from the character of a perfecutor of Chrik

tianity, are no where declared in the New Teftament

to be an infraction of the principles of the Gofpel.
VIII. IT

(b) Script. Refearches, p. 53. (1) Ramfay, p. 24.

(k) I. Tim. i. 12, 13.
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VIII. IT is faid in the Refearches, that ff the in-
cc trinfic morality or immortality, licitnefs or illicit-

" nefs of all human purfuits is eflentially inheren. to
cc the purfuits themfelves, and does not depend at all

<c on our ideas of right and wrong, which are but too.
" often influenced by prejudice, intereft, and other
* f

paffions : and again ; that the declarations of the
" Written Word of God are fo many incontrovertible
<

decifions, by which we are to judge of the intrinfic
<c licitnefs or illicitnefs of fuch facts, as are regiftered
<c in the Sacred Volumes (I)" To impugn this or-

thodox pofition Mr. Dannett has advanced two very

fmgular propofitions : the firfl of which is a mere in-

iipid phrafeology, and the fecond a pofitive condem-
nation of the decifive authority of the Written Word
of God. The firft is, that Scriptural decifions relative

to morals, when properly underftood, andjuftly limited,

'will never contradiff our ideas of right and wrong:
which is the fame as to fay, that if our ideas of the-

morality of fuch decifions are juft and proper, becaufe

we underfland thofe decifions both juflly and proper-

ly, our ideas of right and wrong relative to the object of
thofe decifions will never be contradicted by them :

or, in other words, that if our ideas of right and

wrong and thofe decifions agree with each'other, they
will never contradict each other. And is not this a

mod profound theological difcovery ?

The fecond proportion is, that if Scriptural deci-

Jions ftjould appear to contradict our ideas of Right and

Wrong) we ftill are bound tofollow thofe ideas : and the

reafon is, be-caufe we cannot befo certain, that we rightly

underfland, and juftly limit thofe Scriptural dect/ions,

'as

(1) Script. Refearches, p. .6r Pref.
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MS We are of QUT own ideas of Right and Wrong, and of
cur obligation to aft up to them (m). This profligate

poiition once admitted, the following impious confe-

quences muft be admitted likewife. ifl. That, un-
lefs the unerring decifions of the Word of God, re-

ipecting the morality or immorality of any particular

ad, do exactly coincide with our own ideas of right
and wrong refpedHng that very act, we are ftill bound
to follow the latter, and reject the former, though we
believe the former to be effentially true, and our owa
ideas to- be fubject to error through ignorance, preju-
dice, intereft, and other pailions. 2d. That, when-
ever Scriptural decifions appear to contradict our owa
ideas of right and wrong, the prefumption with re-

Ipect to truth and juftice is in favour of the latter,

however thefe may be biafTed and darkened by igno-
rance, prejudice, intereft, and other paffions. jd.
That our ideas of right and wrong, however contrary
to the exprefs declarations of the Word of God, how-
ever different from, and, in many inflances, even op-
polite to, thofe of other men, are yet true and juffc

ideas, both in them and in us, of the intrinfic mora-

lity or immorality of our purfuits, and ought there-

fore to be followed in oppofition to the unerring de-
cifions of the Word of God, from whatever caufe this

contrariety may proceed, whether from ignorance, pre-

judice, intereft, or other paflions. 4th. That the in-

controvertible decifions of the Word of God, refpect-

ing the morality or immorality of human acts, are

not to be admitted as any real direction to regulate
our moral conduct, but as far as they do not contra-

dict our own ideas ; however thefe may be perverted
and darkened by ignorance, prejudice, intereft, and

B b ether

(m) Dannett, p. 3, 4, Pref.
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other pafllons : that is, that they are not to be admit-

ted as any diredion at all.

Neither can the force of thefe impious, but necef-

fary confequences, be eluded by the reafon affigned

by Mr. Dannett in fupport of his fecond propofition ;

which can have no manner of weight, unlefs Mr.
Dannett can prove, that it is the fame thing, as he

ieems to infmuate, to be certain of one's own ideas of

right and wrong, and to be certain that the ideas we
have are true and juft ideas of right and wrong. Till

Mr. Dannett has effectually proved this falfe and un-

tenable pofition, the four preceding confequences
muft remain in full force, and cannot but convince

the world, that the Doctrine, from which they necef-

farily follow, is a falfe, is an impious dotlrine, con-

demning in the moft pofitive and daring terms the

decifive divine authority of the WrittenWord of God.

IX. A-KIN to this unchriflian dodrine are the two

following pofitions, vilibly tending to depreciate the

divine authenticity of the Sacred Writings, and ex-

prefTed in formal words in the Scriptural Refutation :

where it is faid in the firft place, that the decificns of
the Old and Nezv Teftaments are riot of equal authori-

ty, for that the former is always controlled by the lat-

ter ; and fecondly, that implicitly to acknowledge the

Scriptures as equally and ivari'ably true, is one of thofe
narrow reftraints of the Church of Rome, which the

Proteftant Churches have difcarded (n). The infidi-

ous tendency of the firfl being already demonftrated

in the lid ARTICLE of this Review (o) -,
I (hall

now make a few flridtures on the fecond.

i. To
(n) Script. Refut. p. 18. (o) Review, p. 136.



1. To fay, that the Proteftant Churches have dif-

carded this pretended narrow reflraint, means, no

doubt, that every Proteftant Church has actually dif-

carded it. Now, bcfides this is an abfolute falfehood,

the very doctrine thus condemned by thefe pretended
Proteftants, is evidently implied in the Vlth, of the

XXXIX ARTICLES of the Church of England by
law eftablifhed : which as far as concerns this fubject,
it reads thus : Holy Scripture containetb all things

necejfary to falvation : fo that wbatfoever is not read

therein, or may be proved thereby, is not to be required

cf any man, that it fhould be believed as an Article of

faith, or be thought requifite or necejfary tofalvation :

the necefiary converfe of which is this, That what-

Joever is read therein, or may be proved thereby, is to

be required of every man, that it /hould be believed as

an Article offaith, or be thought requifite or necejfary
to falvation. Here it is certainly required of every
member of the Proteftant Church of England implir-

citly to acknowledge the Scriptures as equally and

invariably true j for // is required of every man, that

whatfoever is read therein, or may be proved thereby,

Jhould be believed as an Article of Faith, or be though?

requifite or necejfary to falvation ; which the Church
of England could not require of any one of her com-

munion, if llie did not acknowledge that the Holy
Scriptures were equally and invariably true. To
what defcription of Proteftants the anonymous Re-
futers may belong is beft known to themfelves > they
can have no pretenfions, at leaft, to that of the

Church of England.

2. But the propofition itfelf, independently of the

above falfe decifion, is impious in the extreme, and

B b a has



has a manifeft tendency to depreciate the divine au-

thenticity of the Sacred Writings : for, if tbeje are

not equally and invariably true, as they affert ; it fol-

lows neceflarily, that fome part or parts of Holy
Scripture are not as true as others, and that all of

them arc variable in point of truth : that is, that no

part of them is the unerring Word of God ; for he is

invariably True and Truth itfelf in all his Words.

X. ANOTHER very obnoxious point of doftrine,

which I cannot fuffer to pafs unnoticed, is the reafon

afiigned by MerT. Dannett and Hughes for the filence

of Chrift and his Apoftles on the pretended illicitnefs

of the Slave-Trade, or for not condemning the pro-
fecution of it in any part of the Sacred Writings of

the New Law. " The divine Saviour, Jays Mr.
<c

Hughes, trufted the abolition of Slavery to the be-
*c

nign principles of his Religion : had he commanded
ce himfelf an inftant abolition of it, or given it in
* c

charge to his difciples fo to do, he would have pre-
* c

judiced the minds ofmen againft the Chriftian faith,
<c which attempted to deprive them of what they then
* f

thought their property. His difciples, having no
cc

pofitive command in this cafe, would have been
<f unikilful advocates for his Religion by proclaiming
<c to the world, that men mull not only give up their
* c

vices, but alfo great part of what they considered
Cf as their property, in order to their admilTion : St.
* c

Paul, in particular, who knew the world, and was a
<c man of addrefs, had too muft judgment to rifque

< the very exiftence of Chriftianity by making fuch
xc claims upon men, as he was confident would not
" be granted (f)." Mr. Dannett goes ftill farther :

" Had

(}} Hughes, p. 28, 29, 30, 31.
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" Had Chrift and his Apaftles, Jays be, condemned
" the Slave-Trade, which, as pradifed in their time,
cc

was, in general, unjtifr and cruel, and yet was efta*
cc bliihed by the laws of civil Society ; fiich conduct:
< c would at once have annihilated the Religion of
* c

Jefus, and fo would have defeated his inten-
cc tion of coming into the world. The fmall
c<

grain of muftard-feed would have been rooted up" as foon as it was fown : for the princes of the earth
cc would probably have united their colleclive powers" to fupprefs Chriftianity, as a Religion inimical to
gc

civil government, and hoftile to the eftablifhed rights
fc of men. And we find, in fact, this to be the reafon
fe

afligned by the infpired Writers themfelves (who
fc

appear always fearful of exciting the jealoufy of
" Civil Governors) for the obedience of Slaves to
<c their Mafters, viz. that the name of God, and his
"

doctrine, might not be blafphemed, I. Tim. vi. i.

The profligacy of this infidious doclrine is an open
attack on the divine eftablifoment of Chriftianity.
In effect, it makes the Religion of Chrift to be a

mere human political Inftitution, a mere time-ferving

Religion. The divine Founder of it, and his Apof-
ties, areimpioufly reprefented as temporizing with the

vices of men, for the fake of eftablifhing a Religion,
which could not have fucceeded, according to this

doctrine, had every precept of it been fully explained :

a Religion, of courfe, that owes its exiftence, not to

the power and wifdom of God (r)> but to the fagacity
of human prudence, which induced its Author to

conceal from his followers the knowledge of what he

knew

(i) Dannett, p. 101103. (r) J. Corinth, i. 24.
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knew to be highly criminal, and to indulge the prao
tice of injuftice and. crueity eftablifhed by the laws of
civil fociety, rather than not to gain profelytes to his

ftandard. Never did a Porphiry or a Celfus make a

ruder attack on the divinity of the Chriflian Syftem,
than does the doctrine of my two Antagonifls.

No : neither Chrift nor his Apoilles were ever

actuated by any fuch difgraceful fears, as are impi-

oufly attributed to them. They preached, and

preached
without fear, doctrines much more difrelifh-

ing to the world, than might probably be the iilicit-

nefs of the Slave-Trade. The practices of poly-

gamy, of divorces, of polytheifm, were as much eftab-

lifhed by the laws of civil fociety, as might be that

of the Slave-Trade ; and they interfered with the civil

government, and the eflabliihcd rights of men, much
more .extenfively than did the Slave-trade; yet, did

not Chrift and his Apoftles inveigh againft the law-

fulnefs of fuch practices by law eftablifhed, without

fear or apprehenfion of rifquing the very exiftence of

.Chriftianity by making Jucb claims upon their bearers ?

Without fear or apprehenfion, that their conduct would
at once annihilate their Religion^ and defeat the inten-

tion of the Son of God coming into the World? With-
out fear or apprehenfion, that the Jmall grain of muf-
tard-fecd would be rooted up as fcon as it was fown ?

Without fear or apprehenfion, that the princes of the

earth would probably unite their collective powers to

Jupprep Chrifiiamty^ as a Religion inimical to civil

Government, and hojlile to the eftablijhed rights ofmen ?

Yes, they did : bccauie it was not in the power of all

the collective forces of the earth to root up the fmall

grain of miiftard-feedj which, though the leafi of all
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Jeeds, being fowed by the hand of God, could not fail

becoming a tree (s}> againft the united efforts of the

gates of hell (t).

Neither is the reafon affigned by St. Paul for the

obedience of Slaves to their Mailers, viz. that the

name of God and his doctrine be not blasphemed, any
fanction to the profligacy of the above doctrine : for,

as we have already obferved in the Refearches, agree-

ably to the literal tenour of that expreffion, the Apof-
tle does thereby enforce the dutiful deportment of
Chriftian Slaves to their unbelieving Matters, left

theje^ feeing the contrary deportment in their Chriftian
Slaves > attribute their injolent, difrefpettful> and dijo-

bedient conduct to the principles and doctrine of their

Religion^ and thus bring reproach and infamy upon
both (u) ; which has not the leafl affinity with the

above obnoxious doctrine.

XI. I have, I think, fufficiently expofed in the

feries of this Review, the delufive impositions of my
Opponents, the inefncacy of their objections, and the

infidious tendency of fucli irreverent aflertions, and

exceptionable points of doctrine,. as could not be iuf-

fered to pafs unnoticed, without abandoning the in-

terefts of Religion and Truth to the ravages of Infi-

delity, artfully difguifed with the fpecious mafk of
reverence for the Sacred PAGE: in which^ according
to Sr. Peter's declaration fpeaking of St. Paul's epif-

tles, are Jome things hard to be underftood, which they
that are unlearned, and unftable^ Wrefl^ as they do

aijo the other Scriptures^nto their ovn defiruftion(
<

w).
COROLLARIES.

(3) Matt. 13. 31, 32. (t) Matt. 16. 18.

(u) Script, Refcarches, p. 58. (*w) II. Peter, c. 3. v. 16.



COROLLARIES.
I. SINCE every one who believes the Holy Scrip-

tures to be the infallible Word of God, and to con-

tain ieveral things, which arc above the reach of hu-
man reafon, though none contrary to it, rrmft in all

fbch incomprehenfible matters, fubmit his reafon to

the Divine Authority that fan&ions them ; whoever,

infills, that every part of Holy Scripture is under the

immediate control of human Reafon, fb as not to be
aflented to unlefs exactly conformable to the limited

ideas of mere human reafon, and amenable to its au-

thority, fubjects the authority of God to that of hu-
man reafon, and cannot, on this account, be faid to

believe that the Holy Scriptures are the infallible

Word of God.

II. SINCE whoever writes or fpeaks irreverently of

auy part of the Sacred Volume, or condemns any
particular tranfaction regiftered in it, when pofitively
functioned and juftified by Divine Authority, is gui-

lty of both Infidelity and Blafphemy; every one of

rny Antagonifls, who are evidently convicted in the

preceding Tract of having thus written, are abfo-

lutely guilty of both the crimes.
t

III. SINCE to abufe any part of the infpired Writ-

ings in fupport of any tenet incompatible with Scrip-

ture, by wilfully mifconftruing or mutilating the fame,
is a blafphemous imputation on the eternal veracity
of God, eilentially incapable of contradicting himfelf;

fuch of my Antagoniils as have been convicted in the

preceding



preceding Tract of thus mifufing the Sacred Writ-

ings, have evidently incurred the heinous guiit of
that imputation.

IV. SINCE fome things are forbidden in the Sacred

Writings, becaufe intrinfically, and in their nature;

they are bad and illicit, and others are declared illicit

and bad merely becaufe they are forbidden ; any pur-
fuit whatever mentioned in the Sacred Writings, not

coming within the above prohibitions, and not abro-

gated by the Chriilian Law (for inflance, the Slave-

Trade), muft be eflentially good in its nature, and

may therefore be lawfully practifed by the ProfeiTors

of Chriflianity.

V. SINCE in any Controverfy whatever, it is an e-

vident indication of a defencelefs Caufe, to imptue to

our Opponents what they never advanced, and to

conclude from fuch imputed afTertions what we could

not otherwife conclude in favour of our oppofite opi-
nion from a fair flatement of their doctrine; the nu-

merous inftances of fuch ungenerous proceeding in

the conduct of my antagonifts, fo vifible in the feries

of the foregoing Review, muft be fo many evident

indications of the indefenfible nature of their Caufe.

VI. SINCE to attempt to throw an odium on our

Opponents doctrine, by reflecting with any fpecies of

fcurrility and perfonal abufc on their private religi-
ous and perfonal circumftances unconne&ed with the

fubject in debate, is fo far from lerTening the force of

their arguments, or adding ftrength to ours, that it

plainly indicates the ruinous fituation of our caufe ;

the many reiterated like attempts of vyy antagonifts,

C c hardly
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hardly noticed in the foregoing Review, but frequent-

ly occurring in fome of their Publications, muft be fo

many ftrong indications, that their cauie would ine-

vitably fink, were it not buoyed up by the flream of

fcurrility and perfonal abufe.

THE CONCLUSION.
THE fafhionable fubject of the preceding Work

not being before attempted in the manner in which it

is now exhibited to the public, it would be the height
of prefumption in me to imagine., that it is not fufcep-
tible of considerable improvements. I have this fa-

tisfadion however, that what has hitherto appeared
1

agairirt it, far from detecting any real imperfection or

blemiih, ieems clearly to evince the firmnefs and (la-

bility of its principles, which, being thofe of Religion
and Truth, neither ibphiftry nor impiety wil] ever af-

fecl ; any more than that unchriilian fpirit of bittcr-

nefs and rancour, of invecTive and calumny, which,
however unbecoming the Character of a Chriilian Ad-O
vocate for HUMANITY, is yet the mod diftinguifhing
and prominent feature in the productions of my An-
tagon ills.

There is moreover in the conducl of fome of them,
whom I have the fatisfaciion to know, a manifeft in-

confiilency of principle, which arTords the juoefl

grounds to fufpedl the purity of their intentions in

calumniating the conduct of ib many refpeclable in-

dividuals, as 2*e engaged in the African Slave-Trade;

for,
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for, whilft they are ftigmatizing this branch of Traf-

fic with every accumulation of guilt, calling it a

cruel, iniquitous, infamous, abominable and deteflcd

traffic
-

t a violation of all things civil andfacred (x)-y
an unlawful practice, inimical to tht general welfare

and interefls of mankind ; and a fpecies of oppreffion>

which involves in it almoft every other kind of guilt

(y) y we fee thefe very upright and confcientious a-

fuifts, enjoy without the leaft fymptom of remorfe,
and with a perfect ferenity of confcience, the fruits

of a Traffic, big, as they fay, with enormities of the

greateft bulk.

In effect ; MefTrs. Dannett and the anonymous Re-

finers, who thus inveigh againft the Africa Slave-

trade, as well as againfl every other reipectabie Cha-
racter who is engaged in that purfuit, are now at this

very time in actual enjoyment of places and emolu-

ments, the principal fource and foundation of which
is that very Traffic, againfl which they fo vehement-

Jy declaim. If the Trade be unjuft, as they pretend;
the fruits of it muft be the fruits of injuftice : th -;e-

fore to condemn the former, and cherifh the latter, is

to condemn injuflice in its caufe, and to fanctify it in

its effects : it is to fhew, that, whatever their oftenfi-

ble pretenfions may be, it is neither Juftice nor Hu-
manity that actuates their zeal, but fomething very-
different from both : whatever this may be, it is an
unavoidable inference, that, by condemning in others

what they practife themfelves, they become inexcuf-

able in the fight of God and man : T.hou, fays the

Apoftle, which teacbeft others, teacheft thou not tty-

felff Thou that preacheft a man faould not fteal, dofl

C c 2

(x) Dannett, p. 72, 73. (y) Script. Refut. p. 63, 79.
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'tboufteal(z)? Therefore thou art inexcufalle, many

whcfoever thou art that judgeft : for wherein thou

judgefl another> thou condemns/} thyjelf : for thou that

) doeft the fame things (a).

The engagement I made with the Public fome
time ago, is a iufficient reafon for republifliing at the

clofe of this Work what appeared at that time in fome
of the public prints. I have, I think, ftri&ly adhe-

red to the terms of my engagement in the compofi-
tion of the foregoing REVIEW. I hope the Reader
will find it fo> when he has pcrufed the following
lines.

4

A HINT
From the AUTHOR of the SCRIPTURAL RESEARCHES

on the Licitnefs of the SLAVE-TRADE, as a pre-

paratory Reply to the very Jcurriious and illiterate

Pamphlets of his Antagonifts.

mark, in dirty hole,

Vhat painful animal, a Mole :

Above ground never born to go,

What mighty ftir it keeps beloiv !

f'o make a Mole-hill all this ftrife !

Jt digs, pokes, undermines for life.

Ho^v proud a little dirt to fpread !

Confcious of nothing o'er its bead.

^Till laboring on for want of eyes,

Jt blunders into
light

and dies.

Remarks on the DUNCIAD.

" FRIEND,

(%.} Rom. c. 2. v. 21. (a} Ibid. v. i.
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' " FRIEND, thou muft certainly be in the wrong, for thou
" art exceedingly abufive and wroth without any provocation,

"

faid an old calm Philofopher to a certain pragmatical Pedant,
who, unable to refute his Syftem of morality with fair and ra-

tional arguments, inveighed againil him and his doctrine with

every fpecies of fcurrility, mifreprefentation, and perfonal
abule. The Philofopher's obfervation, which never, to my
knowledge, has been called in queition by the judicious part of

mankind, is perfectly applicable to a fet of Theological Ap-
prentices, who, though abfolute ftrangers to the fubject of my
Scriptural Refearcbes, and unable to follow a thread of fact and

argument, have yet attempted to fubvert the Scriptural Doc-
trine, there eilablifhed, by the fame

ftrfuafivefubjtitutes of fair

argumentation, as were employed by the above illiterate and

angry Pedant. Had the rancorous and unprovoked effufions

of their anger (very unbecoming the meek and gentle fpirit of

Cbriftian Humanly} extended no farther than fcurrility and

perfonal invective,

I had not unlock'd my lip$

la this unhallow'd air :

The decency I owe to the Public, as a Writer, and, as a
Gentleman to myfelf, would have fecured them from every
kind of recrimination and reply ; but fince they have carried

their humane effrontery fo far, as to attempt the minds of the

Public with the grofleft imputations, falfehoods, and impiety,
the juftice I owe to that Public, to the Caufe of- Virtue, and
to myfelf, will not fuffer rne to overlook, in criminal filence, fo

vile a proiiitution of the molt facred principles of reafon, reli-

gion, and truth. It is this unpardonable prostitution, fo dero-

gatory to the caufe they pretend to fuppor-t, that I mean to

exhibit to the Public in my intended Reply, in which I hope
to demonrtrate, in as fuccinct a manner as the fubject will per-
mit, the glaring falfenefs of their imputations, the palpable

fallacy of their chimerical objections, and the infidious tendency
of fuch dangerous tenets as are feverally difperfed in their ref-

pective publications : neither do 1 entertain the lean: apprehen-
fion, that the indefatigable pains they have taken to ecljpfe
the Scriptural Doctrine of the licitnefs of the Slave-Trade, by
raifing in oppofition to it, with incredible exertions, a con-

temptible Mole-hill of futilities

Prankt in reafon'i garb,

1*31



'\ [
_

214 I

will not, when thefe impious futilities are brought to light,

bring them to the inglorious end of the emblematic MOLE.

Three things I have here to observe before I take a tempo*
rary leave from the Public.

i ft: That in my next Publication, which will certainly make
its appearance in its proper time, J fhall not proititute to the

ignoble purpofe of per'fonal refentment the pen that I confe-

crated in my fir it to the vindication of Juftice and Truth.

1

2d. That, if I happen occafionally to prefs my Antagoniftsr
a little warmly, it mail be done with decency : they fhall never
have the fatisfacYion to fee my Publication itained with ranco-
rous afperfions. Bad indeed muft Jje that caufe which needs
the infamous aid of illiberal invecliws in its fupport !

3d. That, by *hus announcing myfelf to the Public, I do
not mean to enter into a Newfpaper conteft with any of my
Antagoniib : let their provocations be ever fo infulting, I fhufl

read their lucubrations with the rnoit f-lcnt apathy : all I mean
it to aiTure the Public, that, far from giving up the Caufe I

have efpoufed to the impotent efforts of my adverfaries, 1 am
now preparing for the prefs, what, I am confident, will add a

considerable weight of conviction to my former Defence, and
unvizard, at the fame time, thefe infidious pretenders to juitice;

jUid Religion.

H E EN &.
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